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If we get war with Russia we will get with it a war on every minority in 
this country. Labor will be dragooned, Negroes re-enslaved, intellectuals im- 


prisoned. In the race for first place in the fascist set-up the pro-fascist inter- 


faith will be broken. First the Jewish people will be isolated and destroyed. 
Later the anti-Catholic fascists will turn on the Catholics and we shall have a 
non-Catholic nihilist form of Ametican fascism, worse, if possible, than Nazism. 


That, apart from the vicissitudes of war, is our fate, if we go to war with Russia. 


The entire basis of the support which came to Hitlerism from the commer- 


cial and ecclesiastical vested interests of Europe was its promise to fight Com- — 


munism. It is the same now here in America. Recently we heard a member of 
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the staff of the National Conférence of Christians and Jews advise a group of © 
Protestant ministers of their common cause with those Roman Catholics who 
are fighting Communism, materialism and secularism. 

Such blindness cannot be entirely of the mind. The history of Europe is 
too recent to have been forgotten so quickly. This blindness is moral. It is volun-— 
tary. If this is the line of the National Conference of Christians and Jews then 
this organization is doing great service to the cause of fascism. The influence 
of this organization is widespread. One of its organs of propaganda is the © 
Religious News Service whose influence is to be enhanced Pi articles from the 
pen of the great Reinhold Niebuhr. 


We hope that the Russians will accept the terrible logic of the situation — 
as it is and not permit their case to reach that supreme court of human arbitra- 
ment: war. Considering the virtual panic they must be in they have shown — 
admirable self-control while resisting what amounts to an organized world © 
lynching party. The open hypocrisy of the Anglo-Americans’ handling of the | 
Iranian case marked an extreme of provocation. If the Russians can take that 
they can take almost anything. It is not our place to advise the Russians. We © 
can only hope that their patience will not be exhausted and that in the final 
issue they may be able to avoid the war the Anglo-Americans appear to be set — 
on having. We believe that Anglo-American diplomacy now envisions the © 
probability of war and that Russian diplomacy envisions not even the posst-— 
bility of war. 


LIBERALS MARCH BACKWARD TO MORAL MUSIC 


The attitude of some liberals towards this war is tragic. Apparently these 
liberals would prefer atomic war to the spread of Communism beyond the bor- — 
ders of the Soviet Union. 


‘ 


Let us put it this way. Let us say that Communism is a going-forward roughly 
as opposed to democracy which is a going-forwatd smoothly. Since in certain — 
countries at certain stages of their history, it has been impossible to go forward — 
smoothly it was necessary to use rough methods if there was to be progress at 
all in that country. But our liberals, although well aware of this, will not face 
its implications. They insist-on smooth-going even if it means backward-going. 
Since in Roumania and in some other countries avy smooth motion is impossible 
so that if the people are to move im amy direction, backward or’ forward, 
they must move roughly, because they have no tradition of democracy whatso- — 
ever, and where any present show of democratic procedure must of necessity be 
installed and manipulated by some interested power, either by a backward-mov- | 
ing or a forward-moving power, then our liberals tend to support the backward- 
moving power because that power possesses the best lexicon of moral phrases — 
and because that power happens to be the ruling power in the country where ~ 
our liberals live and enjoy the benefits of its civilization. 


RY ee 
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The climate of hypocrisy in the Western world is so overpowering that when 
Prime Minister Attlee says it is hard to “get into the minds of the Russians,” we 
wonder what could make him even remotely aware why this is so. A Russian 
asked Attlee “Why are your papers so unpleasant to Russia?” Attlee answered, 
“I can’t help it. They are free. They are open to attack anybody.” Attlee knew 
and the Russian knew that British newspapers are not only the bought organs 
of big business but they are obedient to the telephoned directives of the Foreign | 
Minister. They operate under economic obligations according to which any man 
is free to write under orders or not to write. And behind the economic power of 
concentrated wealth stands the naked power of armed force. 

The actual substance of the freedom Attlee boasts about is well illustrated 
by the unanimity now shown as between the political enemies, Bevin and 
Churchill, the Socialist and the Tory. They are both free to do what they like. 
How then comes about their unanimity on what Churchill calls the “vast and 
gloomy” field of foreign affairs? Likewise Vandenberg and Byrnes are “opposed” 
to one another in this country. How then comes their unanimity and the beauti- 
ful anti-Soviet harmony of all four? In the minds of the Russians this harmony 
is no accident but is the direct result of the influence of economic reactionaries, 
cartel representatives, royalists, papalists. Attlee has his mind on the form, the 
Russians on the substance, so it is hard for Attlee to “get into the minds of the 
Russians.” 


O WAD SOME POWER THE GIFTIE GIE US 


Anti-Sovietism is so thick and widespread in this country that it is almost 
impossible to find a spot clear of it. The vast network of Roman Catholic paro- 
chial papers sags with the weight of anti-Soviet propaganda. All the press chains 
(Hearst, Gannett, Scripps-Howard, McCormick, Patterson, etc.) creak and 
squeal with rage against the Soviets. Then comes the polite press, the New York 
Times, Baltimore Sun. etc. Of these one of the mildest is the Herald Tribune. 
Yet on one day a whole page of the New York Herald Tribune was filled with 


_ dire warnings against the imperialist plots of the Soviet. The Alsop brothers, 


George Fielding Eliot, Sumner Welles, Mark Sullivan, each in his own style, 
supported Churchill’s new anti-comintern. 


The phrase most used is: Russia throws her weight around so we must get 
tough with her. But it is we, not Russia, who throw owr weight around. And al- 
though there is plenty for Russia to get tough about there is no chance for her to 
get tough because she is outvoted in the United Nations, the best of her army 
(8 million) is dead, her cities and factories are devastated, whereas the United 
States possesses the means to obliterate her last city and factory within a week. 

It is true that, as we built a cordon of unfriendly states around Russia after 
War I, Russia is now after War II building around herself a cordon of friendly — 
states. Communist parties in these states are helping in this policy but these 
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parties or their equivalent were quite inevitable in the countries in which they 

came into being. F ; 

It is true also that Russia maintained an assisting force in Iran against an 
. anti-people, pro-oil cartel feudal regime which is under the economic domina- 
tion of Britain whose air-bases in Iraq, another British vassal state, menace the 
Soviet Union. 

Put yourself in the place of the Russians. Your country has been bled white, 
your cities devastated, your great pride, the Dnieper Dam is no more. The 
greater part of Germany is full of Nazis, even Nazi soldiers, making common 
anti-Soviet cause with your recent allies. 

Churchill, the man who said your Red Army had clawed the guts out of the 
Germany Army, now speaking for the British Foreign Office, shakes his fist at 
you and derides your way of life calling you a lot of white fants and within 24 
hours the Nazi underground reprints his speech and broadcasts it in the Amer- 
ican zone in Germany. As a Russian how would you feel about this? The British 
support with armed force the monarchist pro-fascist elements in Greece, a close 
neighbor of yours. The Americans support with material assistance the anti- 
democratic government of China and plan to use Iceland as a base—as a base 
for what? Honestly what else than as a base for attack on the Soviet Union? We 
plead with you to put yourself in the place of a Russian citizen and remember 
that just to the South of you in the Near East is the greatest oil deposit in the 
world, controlled by the British empire and the United States who have the 
atomic bomb and whose papers and public men brag about it and about their 
V2 bombs and rocket bombers with 10,000 mile range, and whose publicists 
scream with hatred of the Soviet way of life, and whose most revered church 
rips the very air apart trumpeting for a crusade against your country. 


We say it is enough to chill any Russian to the marrow of his bones. 


SWALLOWING SPANISH CAMELS 


Remember another thing that it is hard for the Russians to forget: It was 
_we who betrayed the Spanish people into the hands of Hitler’s disciple and _ 
friend, Franco. That was cold blooded intervention. It is a vicious and well-con- — 
templated lie to say, as our statesmen are now saying, that it was a civil war. It © 
was not a civil war. It was an invasion, a preview of all the other fascist inva-_ 
sions on the European continent. Everybody knows it was an invasion by Mus- 
solini, Hitler, Franco, his Moors and his sorry henchmen, the Bishops of Rome. — 
But worse, on the part of the Anglo-Americans and the French it was one of the 
filthiest and most cynical interventions in history. And what name did it go un- 
der? It was presided over by a committee called the non-intervention committee. 


Now we say we don’t want Spain to have another civil war but we would 
like to have Franco out of the way. Franco is like the blood on Lady Macbeth’s 
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hands. We would like to get it washed off. We put Franco in but now we feel 
dirty with Franco. We want to get another Franco, a clean one who won't have 
so much murdering to do because most of the murdering is done. 


Then we hypocrites say that we want to do all this because of our pity for the 
poor Spanish people, who “mustn’t have another civil war.” It must be hard 
indeed for God to listen to the hypocrisy of Christian statesmen swallowing 
Spanish camels and straining at Iranian gnats. Never in the history of West- 
ern Christendom has the thick flood of evil, masquerading as good, swollen so 
high nor raged so arrogantly against the battlements of human integrity and 
decency and dignity. 


Yes, Mr. Attlee, it zs hard for the Anglo-Americans, conditioned by such 
hypocrisy, to “get into the minds of the Russians.” 

It must be hard too for the Russians who, in your words “do not seem to 

understand the sunlight, the wind and the air of free democracies.” 


REACTION INTENSIFIES 


Secretary Byrnes after the Paris conference in May threatened to throw the 
job of peace-making into the lap of the UN. This was a terrible threat, virtually — 
a threat of war, for the UN are economically dependent on for the most part 
the British or Americans and will vote the way the Anglo-Americans want them 
to vote. It is a new threat of world encirclement for the destruction of the 
U.S.S.R. as a world influence. 


This is what the UN was set up for, as we pointed out in THE PROTESTANT. 
As if to make it double double sure the Anglo-Americans even pulled in 
Argentina, which Lawrence Fernsworth calls the escape corridor for German 
Nazism. They rub that in now with military talks between Eisenhower and 
Von der Becke. . 

The late war was in some minds a war against fascism, not so however in 
_ the minds of the big businessmen who ran it. For them, and for Roosevelt, it 
was a war for survival. Survival of what? Survival of the rule of concentrated 
wealth. The substance of economic autocracy imposed upon a formal political 
democracy: 

When Roosevelt first came to power he moved “left” in the interests of the 
survival of business as it is being conducted. His first hove was towards a cor- 
porative state in the N.I.R.A. After that died for lack of teeth, the policed dis- 
order of capitalist economy reasserted itself. Roosevelt moved just far enough 
“left,” to save capitalism temporarily, readjusting the balance of power between 
capital and labor, building and spreading purchasing power, developing public 
works, generally reducing the symptoms of capitalist maladjustment. Never a 
‘move towards fundamental change. Never a solid move from. “I” to “we.” 
Much talk of “we” but all action for the new streamlined cartel individualism. 


& 
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Truman follows and deepens the Roosevelt line, fighting openly: for “the 
individual.” Reaction intensifies. It is presently hardening into unabashed fas- 
cism. Franco’s radio praises the “draft labor” bill which Truman advocated and 
says Truman has “applied that pure doctrine which the calumnied Spanish state 
professes.” The Franco commentator says “Mr. Truman, as President of the 
United States, as ruler of a great people and free citizens, has given a lesson of 
civism, of fortitude, of incorruptible sincerity.” Leaders of the Latin American 
Federation of Labor are convinced that Pan-American Military Collaboration is 
designed to break labor throughout Latin America and dragoon the Americas in 
an anti-Soviet unity. 

The new phase of the world struggle begins with an intensity Shiela is un- 
nerving many people. It should be helpful to view the whole thing in perspective. 

This perspective must include the Roosevelt era with the Truman era. They 
are both the same. Since 1933 Roosevelt’s New Deal has been rationalizing, 
rectifying, and making world-minded the uninstructed Coolidge-Hoover nation- 
alist capitalism, which came nearer to fathering German National Socialism than 
any other single world phenomenon. Yet Roosevelt's America might well have 
gone down with France before the Nazi onslaught as England came within an 
ace of going down. Even Roosevelt’s America had to be slapped into War II by 
Pearl Harbor, business.and church both hating to fight Russia’s natural enemy 
and only going in on their own terms which included a war strategy calculated 
to bleed Russia to the point of death. 

But War III will be different. Business and church are whooping this one 
up. Russia is now the avowed enemy. And only those can stop it who supported 
and fought War II as an anti-fascist war. 


A WORD TO THE "NEUTRAL" LIBERALS 


Let no pacifist cry out a plague o’ both your houses. The war was as anti- 
fascist as we all made it. Since the Roman Catholic power in Europe was pro- 
fascist, the U. S. government was afraid even to call the war anti-fascist lest it 
offend the Roman Catholic power here—which had infiltrated strongly into its 
foreign departments. Our Protestant pacifists were always tender of supposed 
Roman Catholic sensibilities and so strong were these pacifists that even the 
Federal Council of Churches couldn’t come out in support of the war. So in — 
effect our Protestant churches stood “neutral” as between man and his destroying 
angel which was a vital help to said angel. / 

Now we are faced with a sharpening of the same dilemma. We are not 
quite yet in the case of the Europeans when fascism arrived in their countries. 
German liberals had a choice to make. Hitler\or treason? Yes, just that choice. 
‘Treason to mankind or treason to the Third Reich. We have not such a choice 
yet to make. But if Truman should draft labor, if we should find ourselves at 

“war with the Soviet Union then we would have to make that choice because’ all 
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that we have feared would have come true, we would actually have slid right into 
fascism. Our fragmentation would be complete. We would have bodies, but no 


souls. We would have mouths, but we could not utter one true word. We might 
as well be dead. 


Those liberals who begin now to prepare to choose to betray mankind, in 
order to prepare for this choice, in order, without embarrassment, to support the 
war against the Soviet Union, are today developing a neutral position with re- 
spect to the sins of the Russians and the sins of the Anglo-Americans in their 
respective foreign policies, 


Just as the pacifists and “neutrals” in War II aided the pro-fascist church and 
cartel so the liberal neutrals are aiding the anti-Soviet and pro-fascist church 
and cartel in War III. Liberal neutrals in War II comforted themselves (and. the 
cartels) by denouncing the sins of Western imperialism along with the sins of 
the Nazis. Just so today liberal neutrals comfort the very same cartels which 
survive War II (war for survival) by denouncing the sins of both victim and 
aggressor in the coming War III. 
We plead with liberals to reconsider this “neutrality” of theirs. 


THE PROTESTANT has consistently refused to try to help these ineeals make 
. a case against Russia. Constantly they write us in anger that we do not denounce 
_ the Soviet Union for her sins. The Soviet Union makes mistakes, but moves in 
one direction. The Anglo-Americans make mistakes, and move in the opposite 
direction: 

The Soviet Union finds herself forced to work at times with Nazis, for in- 
stance in Roumania (that she is forced to do this is admitted in a recent anti- 
' Soviet article in The Nation). The Americans find themselves forced to work at 
times with Communists, as in China. But the Soviet Union works wherever it 
can against fascism. And the United States works for fascism in Greece, China, 
Poland, South America, the Philippines, Japan. Not to speak of the home 
front where the cartel-dominated radio and press have conditioned the people to 
“Ja” and “Heil” without knowing it. It is hypnosis. Just as in Germany, only 
} much better done. Much better sauce to make it go down, such as Mrs. Roose- 

_velt’s careful naivete talking of a free press in a country where freedom has 
been bought and sold, packaged and delivered for dollars and cents, cheap 
honors, degrees, smug academic sancta sanctorum, greenery and solitude. 

Ah for the mountains and lakes, the white clouds wafting away the summer 
hours. Ah for the grand talk pro and con and pro and con far into the 
night, the delightful inconsequence, wine and food, love and laughter, music 
and the long sleep. 

Are not all these good? Yes, if given with honesty, not bought by treason. 

Let us take care, my liberal friends, lest we first avoid decision and then find 
the decision made for us. 


HIERARCHY OVER HOLLYWOOD 


By THOMAS BLEDSOE 


—I} Roman Catholic domination of censorship continues, the film screens | 
of most of the world will be flooded with pictures such as Going My 4) 
Way, The Song of Bernadette, and The Bells of St. Mary’s which glorify © 
priests and the Roman Catholic Church. But even the faintest suggestion © 
of this church's role in support of fascism in Italy, Spain and other coun- 
tries, or its alignment with the rich and reactionary, as in Mexico, against \ 
the people will be entirely suppressed. Also, as in the past, when any i 
criticism of organized religion or its representatives is made, Protestants \ 
or Jews will bear the brunt of the dubious or villainous roles. 


HE MOST CASUAL reflection shows 

that there is a definite Roman Cath- 
olic influence in literature, in the theatre, 
and in motion pictures of the United 
States of our time. 

Think back over the past twenty-five 
yeats about the representatives of organ- 
ized religion in literature, on the stage, 
and on the screen. The striking fact is 
that priests of the Roman Catholic 
Church are usually presented in a favor- 
able light. If the man of religion is 
shown unfavorably, he is nearly always a 
Protestant. 

Remember Rain and Strange Fruit on 
the stage; Elmer Gantry in the novel; and 
the Seventh Day Adventists in Black 
Boy. Then consider the recent flood of 
novels whose priests are lovable or heroic 
characters. Consider also, on the screen, 
Going My Way, The Song of Berna- 
dette, The Bells of St. Mary’s, and The 


Green Years. 


Agitation for or against any proposed 
legislation waxes hot or is indifferent to 
the extent that the legislation impinges 
upon or does not touch Roman Catholic 
dogma or interest. Illustrations of this 
are divorce, birth control, child labor, 
and public schools; and government 
campaigns to educate the public in sex 
hygiene and the menace of venereal dis- 
eases, 


Beyond the sphere of domestic polit | 
ical and economic life, the tide of oppo- 
sition rises high arid furious or flows ¥ 
mild and negligible as our relations with 
foreign countries involve the interna-— 
tional interests of Roman Catholicism. ” 
During the past twenty-five years Mex- 
ico, Spain, the Soviet Union, Poland, | 
and Jugoslavia have provided rallying # | 
points in the United States for interven- | 
tion, embargo, diplomatic pressure—and 
a Third World War. 


These phenomena do not occur acci- § 
dentally. They are not produced in a 
vacuum. They are effects—not causes. ' 
The causes may be identified and traced 
to a central source: the Roman Catholic 
Church. The clerical and lay organiza- 
tions of that church for political activity, 
boycott, and censorship are the means by 
which these effects are produced. 


But in a nation established on a Con- 
stitutional principle of the separation of 
Church and State it seems gratuitous, 9 
even fantastic, to attribute great power to 
one branch of organized religion ove 
that nation’s economic, political, scienti- 
fic, and cultural life. Yet the existence of 
this power is a fact, as will be shown in 
this series of articles relating to the 
means by which Roman Catholic control 
affects the daily lives not only of the 
members of that church, but of 130,000,- 
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000 American citizens who are also Prot- 
estants, Jews, Mormons, Mohammedans, 
and non-believers. 

Various bodies of organized religion 
bring pressure to bear upon our national 
life. The Roman Catholic Church is not 
the only one to do so. However, as its 
control is the dominant one in certain 
fields at this particular time, the purpose 
in this series of articles is to examine that 
control. 

What is said in these articles cannot 
be given the distorted interpretation of 
anti-Catholicism. Matters of faith and 
dogma subscribed to by members of the 
Roman Catholic Church are of no con- 
cern to this discussion and will remain 
absolutely untouched. The machinery set 
up and operated by the Catholic Church 
- to influence politics, economics, and cul- 


ture is comparable to the machinery set . 


up by the National Association of Man- 
ufacturers to influence the “content of 
textbooks. To analyze such machinery of 
_ a religious institution and its effects upon 
the public is no more an attack upon re- 
ligion, per se, than to analyze the ma- 
chinery of the National Association of 
Manufacturers would be an attack upon 
education, per se, or manufacturing it- 
self. 

The sole purpose is to reveal how the 
practices and influence of a religious in- 
stitution in political, economic, educa- 
tional, and cultural areas of our national 
and international life have become a 
powerful weapon against progress. All, 


therefore, who are concerned with pro- | 


gress—whether members of that institu- 
tion in its character of a religious body; 
whether members of other religious 
bodies, Christian or non-Christian; or 
whether of no religious affiliation—must 
be aware of the influence of this power- 
ful institution in a reactionary instead of 
a progressive direction. 

The Council of Trent, 1545-63, was 
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significant among other facts for the 
transfer to Pius IV, then pope, by the 
synod of certain tasks. Among these was 
the compilation of a catalogue of forbid- 


den books. This censorship exercised by — 
the Vatican extended into the arts and — 
sciences. Supported by the Holy Inquisi- 


Za 


tion, its effect was to paralyze wherever 
possible the life of the mind in literature, 


deaths of thousands of men and women 
at the stake and on the torture rack was 
another result. 


Ponder Milton’s Words 


That great champion of Protestantism, 
Milton—the defender of freedom of 
conscience, and of thought and govern- 
ment against tyranny—tasted the fruits 
of Roman Catholic censorship and Inqui- 
sition. And he found the taste bitter. 
“Galileo grown old, a prisoner to the 
Inquisition,” became for him the symbol 
of thought victimized by these enemies 
of the life of the mind. 

When in defense of a free press he 


wrote his great Areopagitica, a Speech — 


... for the liberty of Unlicensed Print- 
ing, to the Parliament of England, he re- 
called what he had seen in Italy. The liv- 


ing words in which he told of this should - 


be read-and reread by all those today who 
demand freedom of speech, press, as- 
sembly, and religious belief: 


“And lest some should persuade ye, 


Lords and Commons, that these argu-— 


ments of learned men’s discourage- 
ment at this your order, are mere 
flourishes and not real, I could re- 
count what I have seen and heard in 
other Countries, where this kind of in- 
quisition tyannizes; when I have sat 
among their learned men, for that 
honour I had, and been counted happy 
to be born in such a place of Philo- 
sophic freedom as they supposed Eng- 


the arts and sciences. The agonized 
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land was, while themselves did noth- 
ing but bemoan the servile condition 
into which learning amongst them was 
brought; that this was it which had 
damped the glory of Italian wits, that 
nothing had been there written now 
these many years but flattery and fus- 
tian. There it was that I found and 
visited the famous Galileo grown old, 


MOTION 


S MOTION PICTURES have become a 
AN powerful—perhaps the most power- 
ful — instrument for exercising direct 
control over the people, Roman Catholic 
censorship in this medium will be con- 
sidered first. The questions are simple: 
What has been its effect upon motion 
pictures? And to what use have motion 
pictures—as - an instrument placed in 
Roman Catholic hands by the American 
public—been put in influencing our 
national and international life? 


(Sources of material and documentation 
in this section are numerous articles in 
the motion picture departments of the New 
York Times, Post, Herald Tribune; The 
Motion Picture Daily, Motion Picture Her- 
ald, The Hollywood Reporter, Film Survey 
[Associated Film Audiences], Boxoffice; 
The Brooklyn Tablet, The Catholic News, 
The Catholic Worker, The Christian Cen- 
tury, The Nation; and The Catholic Crisis, 
by George Seldes, published by Julian 
Messner, 1945. Readers who wish a full 
coverage of the subject are referred to these 
sources, especially to The Catholic Crisis, 
which are summarized for briefer presenta- 


tion here.) 


Code, Cicognani and Joe Breen 


As early as 1927 some producers were 
already submitting scripts to the Na- 
tional Catholic Welfare Conference for 
approval. But in 1930 Catholic dictation 
to the motion picture industry really got 
under way when the Rev. Daniel A. 
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a prisoner to the Inquisition, for 
thinking in Astronomy otherwise than 
the Franciscan and Dominican Ii- 
cencers thought. And though I knew 
that England then was groaning loud- 
est under the Prelatical yoke, never- 
theless I took it as a pledge of future 

_ happiness, that other Nations were so 
persuaded of her liberty.” 


PICTURES 


Lord, S.J. wrote—as stated by the Le- 
gion of Decency—a moral code ratified 
March 31, 1930, by the Motion Picture 
Producers and Distributors of America. 

The following are paragraphs from 
the Production Code — based on the 
moral code of a Jesuit priest — for a 
major industry producing one of the 
most potent educational mediums known 
to the world: 


‘Sex hygiene and venereal diseases 
are not proper subjects for theatrical — 
motion pictures.”’ 

“Scenes of actual child birth... 
are never to be presented.” — 

“Theatrical motion pictures ... are — 
primarily to be regarded as entertain- 
ment... which tends to improve the ~ 
race, or at least to re-create and rebuild © 
human beings exhausted with the re- — 


Psy 


alities of life... ~ 


Will Hays, “Czar” of Hollywood, 
printed the Code and promulgated it. 3 
Then it was forgotten— 

Until, the Most Rev. Amleto Giovanni | 
Cicognani, Apostolic Delegate, Arch- — 
bishop of Laodicea in Phrygia, rallied 
American Catholics at the Charities Con- 
vention in New York, Ocfober 1, 1933, 
to “a united and vigorous campaign for 
the purification of the screen, which has 
become a deadly menace to morals.” He — 
spoke as a representative of Pius XI, who. 


1946 


may thus be considered indirectly to have 
_ inspired the Legion of Decency. 

The reform movement spread into 
Protestant, Jewish, Mohammedan and 
other churches. The stiff Legion of De- 
cency pledge was signed by 11,000,000 
members of all faiths. Then the ma- 
chinery of threats and boycotts swung 
into action. Hollywood was panicked. 
Hays announced that the Production 
Code, a dead letter until then, would be 
accepted as Hollywood’s moral guide. 
He appointed Joseph I. Breen, a Roman 
Catholic, who became known as ‘“‘the 


Czarevitch,” as head of the Production- 


Code Administration. 


Pius XI’s Supreme Rule 


Pius XI issued his encyclical Vigslanti 
Cura, Jane 29, 1936, whose subject was 
the motion pictures. They, he stated, 
“may be made to serve in a practical way 
to promote the extension of the kingdom 
of God upon earth.” 

He expressed his “‘gratitude to the 
hierarchy of the United States of 
America and the faithful who cooper- 
ated with them for the important re- 
sults already achieved under their di- 
rection and guidance by the Legion of 
Decency,” in the “holy crusade against 
the abuses of motion pictures .. .” 
launched more than two years pre- 
viously. 

“Because of your vigilance and be- 
cause of the pressure which has been 
brought to bear by public opinion, the 
motion picture has shown improve- 
ment from the moral standpoint; 
crime and vice ate portrayed less fre- 
quently; sin no longer is so openly ap- 
proved or acclaimed; false ideals of 
life no longer are presented in so fla- 
grant a manner to the impressionable 
minds of youth... 

“It is necessary to apply to the cin- 
ema a supreme rule which must direct 
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and regulate the greatest of arts in 
order that it may not find itself in con- 
tinual conflict with Christian morality 
or even simply human morality based 
upon natural law.” (New York 
Times, July 3, 1936.) 


The catch in this, as Protestant spokes- 
men and press quickly pointed out was 


._ that Pius XI meant Roman Catholic con- 


science and morality when he said Chris- 
tian. In either use of the word, Jewish 
and other faiths were ignored. But that, 
of course, is customary to the Vatican 
with its claim to the monopoly of truth 
and morals. 

Hays hastened to report to the pope 
that the Hollywood product was now 
above criticism from the Legion. To the 
press he stated that he “found himself in 
accord with the Pope’s views on the 
morals of modern movies.” Leaders of 
the motion picture industry and financiers 
sent letters to Pius XI assuring him that 
they too had accepted his encyclical. 


Samples of Censorship 


This is how organized Roman Cathol- 
icism captured control of the motion pic- 
ture industry. Now let us examine how 
the screen has been used by them “‘to 


_promote,” in the words of Pius XI, “‘the 


extension of the kingdom of God upon 

earth.” And what, through this control 

and additional pressure exerted directly 

upon motion picture theatres, they have 

made of motion pictures themselves. 
Here are documented examples: 


1. They Gave Him a Gun. On January 
23, 1938, the following order was issued 
by Joseph I. Breen: 

“Deletions: All scenes of kissing. De-, 
lete any footage which included the idea 
that war is not altogether glamorous and 
noble.” (Leonard Lyons, New York 
Post, Feb. 4, 1938.) 
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2. The Lone Wolf Prowls. The Breen 
office order (George Seldes saw the orig- 
inal) relating to this film read: “Cut all 
references inimical to Fascism.” 


3. Three Comrades. Based on».Erich 
Maria Remarque’s novel, the screen ver- 
sion displeased the Nazi consul and 
Breen because it portrayed the persecu- 
tion of racial and religious minorities. 
The change suggested was that the Storm 
Troopets be made “communists.” The 
producer, Joseph Mankiewicz, refused. 
In compromise, scenes of oppression 
‘- against Jews, Catholics and others were 
to be eliminated, and the Storm Troop- 
ers were to figure only incidentally. 
(Film Survey, February 1938.) 


4. It Can’t-Happen Here. “Czar” 
Hays denied having ordered the suppres- 
sion of this Sinclair Lewis story. But here 
is what he wrote to Louis B. Mayer of 
Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer who had bought 
_ it: “We believe the story to be of so in- 

flammatory a nature and so filled with 
dangerous material that only the greatest 
possible care will save it from being re- 
jected on all sides.” 

If an appeal to reason and to the emo- 
tions against possible dictatorship in the 
United States is inflammatory and dan- 
gerous—then this story is both. Nazi 
Germany and Fascist Italy at once ex- 
pressed, through government officials, 
their approval of its suppression. 

Sidney Howard, president of the 
Dramatists’ Guild of the Authors’ 

League of America, who was engaged to 
do the script, exhibited censor Breen’s 
report. Howard was forbidden to use the 
word ‘Fascism,’ but was permitted to 
let the dictator say, ‘Democracy is no 
good.” He further stated that Breen 
commented in conference: “Things like 
freedom of speech and freedom of the 
press are all right to talk about, but do 


June- ye : 


they belong on the screen?” (New York 
Herald Tribune, Feb. 23, 1936.) 


Not until the summer of 1939 did 
production on the picture start. But even 
then the producer, Lucien Hubbard, 
stated his intention to make the villain 
“the sort of guy who comes from New 
York’s foreign section.” 


5. St. Joan. When Bernard Shaw dis- 
covered that this picture could not be 
made he blamed “‘the censorship of the 
Hays organization,’ which included 
“that of a body called the Catholic Ac- 
tion... It has no legal authority to en- 
force its vetoes. Yet it has brought all the 
Hollywood financiers and corporations 
to their knees . . . I make all this public 
because I believe that very few inhab- 


itants of the United States, Catholic or | 


Protestant, lay or secular, have the least 
suspicion that an irresponsible Catholic 
society has assumed public control of 
their artistic recreations.’”’ (Shaw’s letter 
to the Editor, New York Times, Sept. 
14, 1936.) © 


In a later statement he added: 


“AU I know is that the film busi- 
ness in America is in the grip of a 
Catholic censorship strong enough to 
intimidate an English producer into 
submitting a play for its approval... — 
I was stopped but I could not tell ex- 
actly what stopped me. I was like a — 
man run over by an automobile with- — 
out a number. I could decipher noth- 
ing but the words ‘Azione Cattolica’ — 
. . . When I raised a hue and cry in © 
the United States I was assured I had — 
not been run over at all and was only 
trying to advertise myself; that there 
was no such thing as a Catholic Ac- 
tion; that the Catholic’ Action cen- — 
sorial arm in the United States was — 
the Catholic Legion of Decency...” — 
(New York Times, Sept. 27, 1936.) 


6, Henry V. A more recent instance 
of the determined effort to enforce in- 
_ ternational censorship by the Hays office 
was its proposal to edit Shakespeare as 
presented on the screen in Laurence Oli- 
_vier’s Henry V. The original Shake- 
Spearean text passed the British censors 
in its entirety. But the Hays office found 


such expressions as “Norman bastards’. 


offensive — so “‘bastards’’ must be con- 
verted into “dastards.’’ And “damn” 
must be cut. 

This led Jympson Harmon to charge 
in his column in The London Evening 
News that the Hays code is ‘‘farcical” and 
has “one interpretation for Hollywood 
and another for Denham’ (the British 
producing center). He added that while 
Hollywood producers are allowed to 
evade the Production Code, it threatens 
Britain’s “glorious heritage of literature 
and history.’’ 

British critics found themselves be- 
wildered by a censorship that has al- 
lowed Hollywood. to make its glamour 
girls a world symbol of sex appeal but 
is unable to stomach a few Anglo-Saxon- 
isms. (What they do not know or do not 
take into account is that the Production 
Code was in part produced by a Jesuitical 
hand.) 

One astute British film producer, J. 
Arthur Rank, has resorted to submitting 
all scenarios to the Hays office before go- 
ing ahead with them in England. (Clif- 
ton Daniels, New York Times, July 15, 
1945.) 

The Roman Catholic inspired Hays of- 
fice violates the section in its own Pro- 
duction Code relating to ‘‘National Feel- 
ings’ which requires that: ‘The history, 
institutions, prominent people and citi- 
zenry of all nations shall be repre- 
sented fairly,” when it lays hands even 
on Shakespeare. From mutilating the 
classics it is but a step to burning the 
books. This is not a practice originated 
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by the Nazis, as anyone familiar with the 
history of the Office of the Holy Inquisi- 
tion well knows. 


7. White Cargo. “When Metro te- 
cently purchased (White Cargo) ... 
Gordon was called in to adapt it to 
the Hays office requirements, He says 
he thinks it has not suffered in the 
process. Fortunately, the original work 

- had one respectable element in it. 

The plot involved a disintegrating 
white man in a West African rubber 
station who married a black woman 
to prove that he was above ‘mammy- 
palaver, or extra-marital companion- 
ship with the Negresses (sic). The 
term ‘mammy-palaver,’ howevet, has 
been omitted from the screen-play. 

“Gordon’s real problem was Ton- 
deleyo, the black heroine, because the 
Hays office does not permit miscegena- 
tion on the screen, even within the 
bond of matrimony .. . So the script 
now discloses, just before she is 
married, that Tondeleyo is white.” 
(Thomas F. Brady, New York Times, 
May 17, 1942.) 

... the Hays office does not permit 
miscegenation on the screen, even within 
the bonds of matrimony... 

The racist mentality responsible for 
this prohibition not only denies fair rep- 
resentation to citizens of all nations (in- 
cluding the United States), but is com- 
parable to the Nazi minds which con-— 
ceived and promulgated the Nuremberg 
laws against a racial minority! 

His Holiness pontificates to hierarchy 
and the faithful about “the kingdom of 
God upon earth” and ‘“‘Christian moral- 
ity’—but not to “permit miscegenation 
on the screen, even within the bonds of 
matrimony,’’ desecrates the marriage sac- 
rament itself. 


8. Juarez. This film provides another 


14 ‘THE PROTESTANT 


flagrant instance of violation of the sec- 
tion that requires a fair representation 
of the history and institutions of other 
nations. The stand taken by the Roman 
Catholic Church in Mexico’ during the 
period of Maximilian was left out. 

Archer Winsten, the motion picture 
critic, noted this fact in his review: 

“The picture perpetrates one out- 
standing but perfectly comprehensible 
distortion of history. There is no men- 
tion of the vital role of the Mexican 
Catholic Church on the ‘side of the 
conservatives and the rich. Against the 
Church Juarez and Lerdo de Tejada 
promulgated their severest laws. The 
struggle between church and state in 
Mexico is one of the longest and bit- 
terest in modern history and it is not 
ended yet.” (New York Post, April 
20719392) 

Obviously, even to have alluded to 
these facts would have offended the Le- 
gion of Decency (sic) and would have 
stirred up its boycott. 


9.. Blockade. The history of this film 
presents starkly another form of Roman 
Catholic pressure—intimidation. 

“When Walter Wanger presented 
the script to Breen, the Catholic censor 
not only passed it but also personally 
congratulated the producer on the ex- 
cellence of the idea and the story. The 
scene is Spain, and there is a war, but 
from the beginning no identification 
was made of the two sides. Therefore, 
in attempting to stop the making of 
the picture and the boycott which fol- 
lowed, the Catholic zealots betrayed 
themselves completely, for they were 
protesting a film which showed a 

_ young man (Henry Fonda) protest- 


ing the killing of children by bombers . 


(unnamed) and finally making one of 
the greatest speeches to the audience 
ever heard in a movie: 


“You go on leave to find peace— 
away from the front — but where © 
would you find it? The front is every- © 
where. Our country has turned into a 
battlefield—there’s no safety for old 
people and children — women can’t 
keep their houses—they can’t be safe — 
in their own fields—the churches and ~ 
schools and hospitals are targets! It’s _ 
not war — war is between soldiers — ~ 
this is murder of innocent people! Stop 
the murder of innocent people! The 
world can stop it! Where is the con- © 
science of the world?’’’ (The Catho- 
lic, Crisis.) - 
Roman Catholic reaction to this film — 

began even before it was made. Wan- 
gers Catholic financial backers were — 


pressured in an attempt to prevent its 


production. 
When it was released: 
“Church pressure was exerted on | 
W. G. Van Schmus, Catholic manag- — 
ing director of Radio City Music Hall, ~ 
to prevent him from booking the film © 


. . . The Hollywood Reporter ran a 


front-page story about the film’s ‘poor’ 7 
opening . . . giving the day’s receipts © 
as $8,500. The correct figures for that — 
day were $10,600. The Motion Pic- 
ture Daily and Motion Picture Herald, 
edited and published by Martin Quig- 
ley, a Catholic member of the New — 
York Archdiocesan Council of the Le- — 
gion of Decency), launched a series 
of attacks on Blockade.” (Winchell — 
Taylor, The Nation, July 9, 1938.) 
Catholics picketed Radio City, calling 


the picture war propaganda. The Brook- ~ 


lyn Tablet, the Catholic News, and The 
Catholic Worker joined in the attack. 
America (a Jesuit weekly) stated: 
“ ‘Blockade’ does not violate the 
moral code . . . and hence is not— 
strictly within the scope of the Legion 


of Decency. But ‘Blockade’ does vio- 


late an understanding with the pub- 


x 


lic: namely, motion pictures must not 

be used as propagandistic mediums 

... This picture is produced by Com- 

munists, Leftists, Liberals and radi- 

Reals) st 50": 

This ‘“‘understanding with the public” 
is the Production Code, based on the 
moral code of a Jesuit priest, and forced 
upon the motion picture industry by 
Roman Gatholic pressure. It embodies 
the ideas of a minority group which 
have been imposed upon 130,000,000 
American citizens. 

The campaign against Blockade spread 
from New York like wildfire. In Boston 
it was almost banned, but was released 
with deletions. Roman Catholic organi- 
zations in Kansas City demanded that the 
concluding speech be eliminated. Book- 
ings were cancelled in Flint, Michigan. 
Second runs were prevented in Buffalo 


and in Providence where the commis- ~ 


sioner of licenses refused a permit. 

In all this, the Roman Catholic oppo- 
sition lined itself up against a plea to 
stop the “murder of innocent people!” 
Against an appeal to “‘the conscience of 
the world.” But their campaign back- 
fired. Walter Wanger, who produced 
Blockade, called for action. ““The motion 
picture industry,” he declared, “‘is a high 
estate and a very important pillar in the 
democratic structure we are so proud to 
live under. It must be protected.” 

The Federal Council of the Churches 
of Christ in America wrote to members 
in key cities urging them to fight the 
attempted suppression. The Council for 
Social Action, of the Congregational 
Church, the Board of Education of the 
Presbyterian Church, the Girls’ Friendly 
Society, the Epworth League, the Young 
Men’s and Women’s Christian Associa- 
tions joined in support of the film. 

Progressive political and labor forces 
aroused a great body of American peo- 
ple to the danger of censorship and sup- 
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pression by one minority. The American 
Labor Party sent literature favorable to 
Blockade to its members. Teacher, news- 
paper, fur, textile, automobile, rubber, 


.steel, mine, musician, and transport 


workers unions supported the film. The 
American Civil Liberties Union acted in 
its defense. In California, three hundred 
delegates from sixty religious, fraternal, 
social, labor, and war veteran organiza- 
tions pledged unanimously to support 
Blockade and freedom of the screen. 

In Detroit, Father Luther, dean of the 
University of Detroit, threatened a boy- 
cott, pickets, an injunction, and “to bring 
down the wrath of God upon the man- 
agement,” if the film was shown. The 
United Automobile Workers joined in ~ 
the action against this clerical dictator- 
ship, and Blockade was not suppressed. 


10. Birth of a Baby. Another cam- 
paign of intimidation was carried out 
against this film. But the campaign also 
involved Roman Catholic opposition to 
the development of science and to the 
extension of educational mediums. The 
whole sordid campaign will, therefore, 
be told at length later in this series in 
the section covering Roman Catholic 
pressure in science and education. 


Breen’s Economic Stranglehold 


The censorship already described and 
the various kinds of pressure brought to - 
bear upon the motion pictute industry 
are supplemented by another powerful 
force which has frightened most motion 
picture producers away from stories with 
intelligent social content, or that deal 
with controversial problems. Here is this 
force, in all its stark effectiveness, as in- 
dicated in an article on Breen (Douglas 
W. Churchill, New York Times, Au- 
gust 23, 1936): “Producers are now in- 
clined to ask before they buy . . . If 
there is any element that suggests a prob- 
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lem... a copy is rushed to Mr. Breen.” 

If Breen refuses his seal of approval, 
the picture will not be shown in any the- 
atre that subscribes to the Production 
Code. This means that it is barred from 
almost every first-class motion picture 
house in the United States. It cannot, 
therefore, make any considerable amount 
of money. Through this economic stran- 
gle-hold on production and° exhibition, 
Breen has exercised control for twelve 
years over the motion pictures seen by 
the major part of the world. (His con- 
trol is as absolute as that exercised in- 
ternationally by the pope over millions 
in matters of faith and dogma.) Neither 
Breen nor any other one man, regardless 
of intelligence and sincerity, should ex- 
ercise the power he does. 

To what use have motion pictures as 
a means of exerting direct control over 
the people been put when placed in Ro- 
man Catholic hands? What has Roman 
Catholic control done to motion pictures? 
And how, through this medium of popu- 
lar art, has Roman Catholic control ef- 


fected large areas of our national and 


international life? 

All the foregoing has been in answer 
to these questions. The following is but 
to sharpen the replies. 


OK for Fascism and Froth 


It is now evident to many that motion 
pictures undersRoman Catholic inspired 
censorship and pressures, have become 
a weapon against democratic and pro- 
gressive ideas. Of one hundred and 
twenty Nazi motion pictures reviewed by 
the Legion of Decency from February 
1936 to November 1937, none was con- 
demned. Six were, in the Legion’s words, 
“not acceptable in part.’’ The Legion 
even passed Friesennot—which was hut- 
riedly withdrawn from exhibition be- 
cause of strong protests against its vi- 
cious anti-Semitic propaganda. 


June-July 


Twenty pictures from Fascist Italy, re-_ 
viewed during the above period, won the 


Legion’s seal of purity. But Paul Strand’s © 


Mexican film, The Wave, which deals 
sympathetically with the economic strug- 
gle of oppressed fishermen, was ignored. 
(Film Survey, August 1938.) 


From another point of view, motion — 


pictures have, for the most part, degen- — 
erated to a low grade level of stale en- 


tertainment and lack of ideas—so much 


so that many intelligent Americans stay 
away altogether from motion picture 
houses or. but rarely visit them. This is 7 
a twentieth century version of Milton’s — 
‘“fustian.” ’ 


Warnings and Criticisms 


Ten years ago the warning against one- _ 
sided censorship was sounded and the — 
call was made for united action against 
it in an editorial in The Christian Cen- 
tury, July 29,1936; : 

“The guardianship of public oe : | 
is a task in which Protestants, Roman © 

Catholics and Jews may properly unite 

their efforts, But it is not a task that — 

Protestants and Jews may properly — 

and safely leave to the Roman Catho- - 

lics . . . There are at least three rea- — 
sons .. . first, because it is as much 
theirs as anyone’s; second, because the — 

Roman Catholic conception of moral-— 

ity is not identical with the Protestant — 

or Jewish; third, because a Catholic 
campaign for ‘decency’ inevitably — 
works around to a program of censor- 
ship under Catholic control going far 
eee the cubenee of mere de- 
cency . : 

# a (Catholic campaign foe ‘de- 
cency’ can confidently be expected to . 
become a system of censorship in the — 
interest of the Roman Catholic church — 
and everything that it stands for. To 
say this is not ‘Pope-baiting.’ The same 
thing could doubtless be said of a_ 


- Methodist or a Presbyterian campaign 
for decency if it were kept as a strictly 
denominational enterprise . 

Further, the editorial stated that the 
Legion of Decency was not willing to 
cooperate with any non-Catholic agency, 
“or even to recognize the existence of 
such,” 

Since this was written, many non- 
Roman Catholic church publications have 
advocated a board of censorship in which 
other religious organizations will have 
equal powers with Roman Catholics. 
Some have argued against all censorship. 

Mote criticism of Hollywood produc- 
tions comes from another important 


source, the Hollywood Writers Mobili- 


zation, a group of representative studio 
scenarists. The organization's official re- 
port states: 

“Techniques of slickness and glam- 
our in Hollywood movies do not com- 
pensate for the loss of more honest 
values. Escapism may have its place, 


but the American movie public es- - 


capes too often into a much too-con- 
trived never-land of prettily enameled 
fairy tales. Even good American 
“movies are apt to be less deeply rooted 
in the common culture and experience 
of the people than good European 

_ films. Make-up artistry cannot make 
up for the loss of reality in the cast- 
ing of the average American picture. 
A huge potential demand exists in 
America for mature, courageous films 
that coincide with the experience of 
the American people and that when 
this demand becomes articulate and 
organized it will upgrade Hollywood 
movie standards.” (New York Times, 
April 14, 1946.) 


_ No Change with Johnston 


When Eric Johnston, president of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States, succeeded Czar Hays as president 
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of the Motion Picture Producers and 

Distributors of America, the Hays of- 

fice was transformed into the Johnston 

office. 

Johnston pledged the in- — 
dustry to the development of the cul- 
tural and educational potential of the 
screen and teaffirmed the Production 
Code governing morality.” 

But Hays “will remain associated 
with the industry under a new five- 
year contract ‘as consultant and ad- 
viser to the board and to the new © 
president.’ (New York Times, Sept. 
20, 1945.) 

And Breen is still there, firm in the 
saddle. 


The Fruits of Domination 


ee 
. 


. where this kind of inquisition 
tyrannizes; . . . this was it which had 
damped the glory of Italian wits, that 
nothing had been there written now these 
many years but flattery and fustian.” 

Surely now, even more than at any 
time during the intervening centuries, 
_Milton’s words written in 1644 of an 
” Italy dominated by the Catholic censor- 
ship of that time, take on a meaningful 
and sinister aptness for American citi- 
zens and for international film audiences 
of*today. 

If Roman Catholic domination of cen- 
sorship continues, the film screens of 
most of the world will be flooded with — 
pictures such as Going My Way, The 
Song of Bernadette, and The Bells of St. — 
Mary’s which glorify priests and the Ro- 
man Catholic Church — Milton’s “‘flat- 
tery.” But even the faintest suggestion of 


this church’s role in support of fascism 


in Italy, Spain and other countries, or its 
alignment with the rich and reactionary, 
as in Mexico, against the people will be 
entirely suppressed. Also, as in the past, 
when any criticism of organized religion 
or its representatives is made. Protestants 
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ot Jews will bear the brunt of the dubi- 
ous or villainous roles—such as the Rev. 
Mr. Davidson in Rain, 

Under sustained Roman Catholic dom- 
ination, intelligent social content will 
continue to be sacrificed to shalfow es- 
capism. 

The formation of an intelligent Amer- 
ican domestic and foreign policy depends 
partly upon the influence exerted on the 
public by motion pittures, so powerful 
have they become as a means of affecting 
opinion. The reactionary implications of 
Roman Catholic control of this medium 
are conducive to: 


1. A favorable attitude towards fas- 
cism. 

2. The censorship and blocking of 

anti-fascist films. 

Prejudice against the Soviet Union. 

4. The foisting of Vatican policies 
upon the American public at large. 


Ov 


Medium for Monopoly 


But this does not exhaust the implica- 
tions of Catholic control. It is not just a 
question of this church fastening itself 
upon the film industry. The Production 
Code, written by Roman Catholics, and 
the Legion of Decency provide monop- 
olists a convenient arm which carries 
through the policies of monopoly. Not 
only are sex hygiene, venereal disease, 
adultery, divorce, and birth control ta- 
boo; but social conditions in the United 
States, the problems of organized labor, 
of Negroes in regard to Jim Crow, and 


* 


On May 27 General Bor (Tadeusz, Komorowski, the anti-Soviet leader of 
the abortive Warsaw uprising) was honored by Fordham University, the 
Jesuit school in New York which recently conferred an honorary degree of 
doctor of laws on President Harry S. Truman. Bor was presented with the first 
Fordham University Medal of Honor. This is a new-decoration which was 
described by the Very Rev. Robert I. Gannon, president eo the university, as 
the highest award Fordham can bestow. 


‘6 ee 


rs 


of Jews in regard to anti-Semitism may 
hardly be touched and must not . too 
favorably presented. 

The effects of Roman Catholic cae 
nation are two-fold: 


1. Catholic control imposes upon the 
majority—not only in the United States 
but in the world — the politics and 
dogma of 4 minority. 

2. Catholic reaction in league with 
monopolists provides a powerful weapon 
under a spiritual guise for the monop- 


-olists to impose upon the people propa- 


ganda favorable to the maintenance of 
monopoly interests. 


Democratic struggle against Roman 
Catholic dictation in censorship is there- 
fore inseparable from the anti-monopoly 
struggle. 

‘Motion picture censorship which 
serves the interests of clerical and eco- 
nomic monopoly, as it now does in the 
United States, can and must. be abol- 
ished. Control of films that are really 
indecent can be assured by prosecution 
in the courts, as is the case with inde- 
cency on the stage and pornography in 
publication. Federal, state, and munici- 
pal laws against obscenity suffice to pro- 
tect public morals. Legal prosecution in 


open court of indecent films in place of | 


the current censorship will also serve to 
protect the public against one-sided sec- 
tarian control of motion pictures, and 
one-sided presentation of monopoly 
propaganda against organized labor, 
racial and foreign-born groups. 


June-July 


3 
M 
a 


THE PROTESTANT ACTS 
By BEN RICHARDSON 


—The police of the Precinct, wherein the church is located, have been 
alerted to prevent similar incidents, 


CASE of anti-Semitic vandalism in 
Newark was called to the attention 
of THE PROTESTANT by an article which 
appeared in the New York Post of April 
23. It was reported that on April 22, 
1946 (one of the days of observance of 
Passover) damage estimated at $400.00 
was done to the stained-glass windows 
of the Ahavath Zion Synagogue at 152 
16th Street, Newark, New Jersey. The 
vandals hurled stones through the win- 
dows of the synagogue, and made anti- 
Semitic outcries as they did so. 
A personal, on-the-spot investigation, 


. by clergymen of THE PROTESTANT, con- 


firmed this report. Officials of the syna- 
gogue informed us further that such 
abuses have occurred over a period of 
years and that heretofore police action 
was negligible and at times altogether 
lacking. 

As a result of THE PROTESTANT’s in- 
vestigatior§ a delegation of clergymen 
headed by Rev. Chester E. Hodgson, of 
the Centenary Methodist. Church of 
Newark, who is chairman of the New 


- York Regional Action Committee, and 


Rey. Murdock Palmer, of Mariners Har- 
bor Church in Staten Island, visited 
Capt. Moffatt, of the 4th Precinct, to 


discuss the desecration of the synagogue. 


An indication of the efficacy of THE 


‘PROTESTANT’s action to secure justice in 


this case is given by a recent letter from 
Police Commissioner George E. Kass, of 
Newark. The Commissioner wrote: 
“Dear Rev. Richardson: 

“In reply to your communication of 
May 10th, 1946, concerning damage 
done to the Ahavath Zion Synagogue, 
16th Avenue and Holland Street, New- 


ark, N. J., on the evening of April 
22nd, 1946, please be advised of the 
following: 

“Sergeant Edward Coughlin and De- 
tective George Slate of the Detective 
Division apprehended all the boys in- 
volved. These boys, five in all, averaged 
nine years of age. All-were browght be- 
fore the Juvenile Court with their 
parents. 

“In agreement with Rabbi Robert 
Blumenfeld and Arnold Harris, repre- 
senting the Church, the parents were © 
ordered by the Court to make restitution 
in the amount of Seventy-five Dollars 
($75) which was one-third of the dam- 
age .done. 

“The police of the Precinct, wherein 
the church is located, have been alerted 
to prevent similar incidents, and the 
officer detailed to that school district re- 
mains on duty until 6:00 p.m. in order 
to prevent Jewish children from being 
molested or annoyed by neighborhood 
boys. . 

“Very truly yours, 
George E. Kass 
Police Commissioner.” 

It is significant that representatives of 
THE PROTESTANT learned from officials 
of the synagogue that through the years 
there has been a marked variance in the 
epithets»used by the anti-Semites during 
their desecrations of the synagogue. In 
the years immedaitely prior to the war, 
when the vandals hurled heavy missiles 
through the stained-glass windows they 
cried out, “Christ Killers.’’ During the 
war, shouts of “You Jews ain’t fightin’ 
the war’ accompanied the desecrations. 
This year, one year after V-E Day, the 
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congregation heard the culprits shout: 
“Hitler didn’t finish the job, we will.” 

All of these shouts indicate a fascist 
mentality, but we considered the latest 
outcry a positive indication of the fas- 
cist’s post-war pattern for America, and 
handled the matter as such. . 


Gene Kelly and Arthur Miller 


THE PROTESTANT held an informal 
dinner in honor of Arthur Miller, author 
of the best-seller Focus, and Gene Kelly, 
distinguished dancer and actor of stage 
and screen. Both have an anti-fascist 
message, and have exemplified THE 
PROTESTANT’s thinking in their efforts 
to bring about the ultimate destruction 
of fascism in the world. Mrs. John 
Hammond was hostess for the occasion. 

In his speech, Gene Kelly, who is also 
an outstanding member of the Catholic 
community, discussed ways in which 
members of the theatre can, and do, 
carry on the anti-fascist struggle. He 
expressed his wholehearted support of 
THE PROTESTANT’s program, and in- 
vited us to make frequent use of his 
setvices, and the services of his many 
friends in the theatrical profession. 

Arthur Miller spoke on fascism, with 
particular emphasis on anti-Semitism. 
He warned against undue complacency, 
and decried the efforts of some elements 
of the Jewish community to hush-hush 
this evil. ‘ 

Kenneth Leslie, Joseph Brdinin and 
Rev. Ben Richardson made brief state- 
ments concerning the world, local and 
Jewish scenes, as they are rélated to 
THE PROTESTANT’s work. The audience 
made generous voluntary contributions 
to further our activity. 


And. a Landlady 


THE PROTESTANT learned of a dis- 
criminatory practice on the part of a 
landlady who advertised in the New 


ay 


York Times for tenants. When inquiries 
were made by prospective tenants, the 
renter informed them that she would 


rent only to Christians. THE PROTEs- 
TANT sent the landlady a letter appris- 
ing her of the prejudicial nature of her 
action, and informed her that State 
agencies against discrimination could 
take legal steps against her. An imme- 
diate reply was requested. None has 
been received as yet. Additional steps 
will be taken if there is no reply. 


Rapid Fire.in Chicago 

Early in May, THE PROTESTANT held 
a series of meetings in Chicago on the 
subject of “The Truth About Antt- 
Semitism.” The purpose of the meetings 
was to expose the activities of the Chris- 
tian Front and to point out the pseudo- 
protective nature of the deeds of some 
so-called Jewish defense organizations. 

Kenneth Leslie, Editor of THE PROT- 
ESTANT, Joseph Brainin, Chairman of 
the Anti-Fascist Jewish Committee, Rev. 
Paul J. Folino, Chairman of the Chicago 
Regional Action Committee, Gerald 
Richardson, Editor of The Challenger, 
and Rey. Ben Richardson, Executive 
Secretary of the Ministerial Associates, 
were the speakers. Their speeches COv- 
ered the several aspects of the anti- 
fascist program of THE PROTESTANT. 

Kenneth Leslie gave an incisive eval- 
uation of the world scene, exposed the 
wat-mongering of clerical fascism, and 


warned against the danger of the anti- 


Soviet propaganda in this country. He 
urged the immediate breaking-off of 


American relations with the Vatican, and ~ 


the recall of Myron C. Taylor, the Presi- 
dent’s “personal’’ representative. 

Mr. Brainin made a scathing indict- 
ment of certain Jewish defense agencies, 
particularly the American Jewish Com- 
mittee and the Anti-Defamation League, 


for their open collaboration with pro- __ 
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fascist forces in this country. He pre- 
sented irrefutable proof of instances — 


wherein these two agencies abetted the 
anti-Semitic programs of reactionary 
press combines and Christian Front or- 
ganizations. He closed his remarks with 
a stirring appeal to the Jewish commu- 
nity to repudiate this misleadership be- 
fore it is too late, and called for support 
of THE PROTESTANT in its crusade 
against all forms of fascism. 

Gerald Richardson, the Roman Cath- 
olic member of the deputation, told of 
the many Catholic anti-fascists in this 
country and throughout the world. He 
clearly defined the differences between 
anti-clericalism and anti-Catholicism. He 


explained the function of The Chal- 
_lenger, a comic magazine, and told of 


its role in THE PROTESTANT’s anti- 
fascist fight in relation to the efforts of 
Catholics holding similar convictions. 

Rev. Ben Richardson gave a report 
on the work of the Regional Action 
Committees throughout the country, and 
solicited public support for the continu- 
ance and.extension of this program. 

Four such meetings were held in Chi- 
cago. Each was well attended. Enthusi- 
astic comments by the audience indicated 
the thorough-going nature of the mes- 
sages presented, and evidenced the man- 
ner in which they were received. 


How We Can Aid Palestine Peace 


Rev. Benney Benson, Chairman of 
the Brooklyn Ministerial Action Com- 
mittee of THE PROTESTANT, formerly 
State Chaplain of the American Legion, 
and at present Pastor of the Dutch Re- 
form Church, Greenpoint, Brooklyn, 
addressed the Steering Committee of 
the Ministerial Action Committee of 
THE PROTESTANT at our office on Tues- 
day, June 4. The occasion was a ‘Report 
From The Holy Land’ luncheon. Rev. 
Mr. Benson, recently returned from an 
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extended tour of the Holy Land, gave 
a stirring and highly factual report of 
the religious-political situation there. 

In his opening remarks, Mr. Benson 
said: “The cold, secretive facts in the 
Middle East at present and concerning 
Palestine today—called the Holy Land 
—are so utterly repugnant to the Chris- 
tian conscience that they can no longer 
be concealed. I consider Palestine today 
the most unholy land on this planet. It 
is now thoroughly heathenized with the 
very power by which it is ruled.” A 
discussion of Anglo-American imperial- 
ism in the Holy Land followed. 

Early in his speech the Rev. Mr. Ben- 
son made a singular proposal as a pos- 
sible solution for much of the troubli 
in the Holy Land. He stated: ‘‘My pro: 
posal is that world Christians, as a ges- 
ture of self-sacrifice, at once give over 
all of the physical, sacred places in 
Palestine and withdraw all personnel 
and influence in favor of the Jews in 
their Homeland. I believe that if the 
Arabs will be asked honestly to do the 
same, they will do so. It is up to the 
World Council of Churches to sponsor 
this proposal immediately, and put a 
stop to the political maneuvers in Lon- 
don which use the Holy places as chess 
figures in a big power political game.” 

Commenting on Arab-Jewish rela- 
tions, he said: ‘Based on my personal 
observations, I declare that the adminis- 
tration in Palestine has proven its total 
unfitness to rule over Palestine’s popula- - 
tion. I am firmly convinced that if Arabs — 
and Jews were left alone they would - 
evolve a harmonious modus vivendi.” 

Following the address, the Steering 
Committee passed a resolution embody- 


ing a clarification of his proposal, urg-- ste: 


ing Christians to give up all extraterri- 
torial claims for the Holy sites. This ~ 


resolution will be_referred to all major 


organizational Hoes i in 'Ghejstendom, 


DR. CARL G. JUNG—NAZI COLLABORATIONIST 


By ALBERT D. PARELHOFF 


—Soon after Hitler was in unquestionable soutral Jung threw all 
caution to the winds and openly became a Nazi collaborationist. 


mae 1943 Yale University Press 
has been publishing American edi- 
‘tions of Jolan Jacobi’s The Psychology 
Of Jung. This book, with the official 
blessing of a foreword by Dr. Carl G. 
Jung, himself, thus defines Jungian 
psychotherapy: 
“Tt is a Heilsweg, a‘way of healing’ 
_ in both meanings of the German term, 
which signifies at the same time ‘heal- 
ing’ and ‘salvation’ .” 

Actually, in the latter part of 1933, 
the so-called ‘‘Heilsweg” of Jung had 
openly merged with the Heil Hitler! weg 
of the Nazis. Thereafter — as long as 
Jung deemed it expedient—much of his 
writings and other activities were dedi- 
cated to the completion of the Nazi de- 
sign—'one world” ruled by Nazi Ger- 
many. Nazi-Fascism was to be the ‘‘way 
of healing’ and Adolf Hitler was to 
provide the ‘‘salvation.” 

A study of the case history of Dr. 
Jung—formerly an associate of Dr. Sig- 
mund Freud—treveals definite indica- 
tions as to why his alliance with the 
Nazis was mutually desirable. As far 
back as 1914 Freud wrote of Jung’s 
“certain racial prejudices which he had 
thus far permitted himself to enjoy’ and 
described him as “‘one whose energy was 
devoted to the unscrupulous pursuit of 
his own interests.” * 

With the passing of the years Freud’s 
steadily increasing prestige rankled in 
_ the inordinately vain Jung. He could 
not—or would not—mask his pathologic 


‘The Basic Writings of Sigmund Freud 
(Translated by Dr. A. A. Brill), pages 959- 
960. 


jealousy and bitterness. The urge to be 
pre-eminent became a ruling passion. 
True enough, the practical Jung pros- 
pered materially, but that was not suffi- 
cient solace, for at no time could he reach 
a position even remotely challenging the 
prestige of Freud. There developed in 
Jung a deep, increasingly-painful, psy- 
chic wound. Eventually he burst forth 
with unscientific attacks on “Jewish 
Psychology” and he began openly to ex- 
pound racial theories directed against the 
Jews. 

In the United States the first printed 
comment on Jung’s racial theories ap- 
peared in the book Psychology: Science 
Or Superstition? by Grace Adams, Ph.D. 
(Covici Friede, 1931). The author 
stated : r 


“Also Jung has a tendency to be a 
trifle race-conscious when surveying 
the work of his rivals. At least he has 
remarked that ‘it would be an unpar- 
donable mistake to accept the conclu- 
sions of a Jewish psychology as gen- 
erally valid’.”” 


In November 1932, shortly before 
Hitler seized control of Germany, Jung 
delivered an extremely meaningful “lec- 
ture entitled The Voice From Within 
(Die Stimme des Innern) at the Kultur- 
bund, Vienna.’ Shortly after Hitler was 
in control a collection of other “‘lec- 
tures’ previously delivered by Jung were 
published in the United States and Eng- 
land, in book form, with the title Modern 


*The Integration Of The Personality 
(publisher, Farrar & Rhinehart), page 305 
—footnote No. 2. 


_ Man In Search Of A Soul? A careful 
analysis of these “lectures” shows that 
Jung had been more than merely flirting 
with the Nazis. There are definite indica- 
tions that he had been, indeed, well in- 
formed on what was happening in Ger- 
many—and on what was being planned. 
The fact is that in these affectedly-pro- 
found pseudo-scientific ‘‘lectures’’—pre- 
pared with all the cunning of a skilled 
propagandist — Jung openly exhibited 
the perversion of whatever abilities he 
may once have possessed as a psychiatrist. 

In the opening of his Vienna “Jecture’”’ 
Jung declared: ; 


Le feg 


Education to personality’ has be- 
come a pedagogical ideal that turns its 
back upon the standardized—the col- 
lective and normal—human being. It 
thus fittingly recognizes the historical 
fact that the great, liberating deeds of 
world history have come from leading 
personalities and never from the inert 
mass that is secondary at all times and 
needs a demagogue if it is to move at 
all. The paean of the Italian nation is 
addressed to the personality of the 
Duce, and dirges of other nations 
lament the absence of great leaders.” 


It is of major importance to note here 
that in the later use of this “‘lecture’’ as 


the final chapter of another of Jung’s _ 


books, Integration Of The Personality, 
the reader’s attention at this point (i.e., 


after the words ‘‘great leaders’) is di- 


rected to a footnote which reads: 


“Since then Germany, too, has 
found its leader.’’* (italics mine) 


One of the most significant declara- 


* Modern Man In Search Of A Soul. 
(New York: Harcourt, Brace & Co., 1933) 
(London: Kegan Paul, Trench, Trubner & 
Co., Ltd., 1933). 

“The Integration Of The Personality— 
page 305—footnote No. 2. 
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tions in Jung’s Vienna “‘lecture’”’ was the 
following: 

“Not for nothing is it just our 
epoch that calls for the liberating per- 
sonality, for the one who distinguishes 
himself from the inescapable power 
of collectivity . . . and who lights a 
hopeful watchfire announcing that at 
least one man has succeeded in escap- 
ing from the fateful identity with the 
group soul. The fact is that the group, 
because of its unconsciousness, has no 

' freedom of choice...” 

This poorly glossed propaganda was 
in accord with Hitler’s declaration in 
Mein Kampf: 

“One thing we must never forget: 
a majority can never be a substitute for 
the Man.” (italics mine) 

For further evidence that Jung was » 
following Hitler’s line there were other 
typical concurrent pronouncements. In 
Modern Man In Search Of A Soul Jung 
stated: 

“As a Swiss, I am an inveterate 
democrat, yet I recognize that nature 15 
aristocratic, and what is more, eso- 
teric.’’ (italics mine) 

In Mein Kampf Hitler wrote: 

“By its denial of the individual and 
its substitution of the mass present at 
any given time, the parliamentary 
principle of the majority sins against 
the basic aristocratic principle in 
nature.” (italics mine) 


Nazi Ideology with Big Words 


In his Vienna ‘‘lecture’’—after the 
biblical quotation, “For many are called 
but few are chosen’’—Jung. expounded 
as follows: 

‘Yet the development of personal- 
ity means more than the mere fear of 
bringing monsters into this world, or 
the fear of isolation . . . To undertake 
to develop personality is . . . an uncon- 
genial deviation from the highway, an 
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idiosyncrasy smacking of the recluse 

. But .. . personalities are as a rule 
the legendary heroes of mankind . 
They thrust themselves up like moun- 
tain peaks out of the mass that clung 
to its collective fears, convictions, laws 
and methods, and chose their own 
way.’’ (italics mine) 

After that meaningful declaration 
Jung continued in the same vein: 

“This is why it was always believed 
that such a man, 7f not out of his 
mind, was yet inhabited by a demon 
or god; the miracle of a man acting 
otherwise than in the way hu- 
manity had always acted could be ex- 
plained only as due to his being gifted 
with demonic power or divine spirit. 
For what, except a god, could counter- 
balance the dead weight of the whole 
of mankind . . . ? (italics mine) 

*... for the ordinary man the com- 
manding personality is a supernatural 
manifestation ... and one that can be 
explained only by supervision of a 
demonic factor.” 

This is how Jung explained The Voice 
From Within: 

“What in the last analysis, induces 
a man to choose his own way and so to 
climb out of the unconscious identity 
with the mass as out of a fog bank? 

. What is it, then, that inexorably 
tilts the beam in favor of the extraor- 
dinary? It is vocation: an irrational 
factor that fatefully forces a man to 
emancipate himself from the herd and 
its trodden paths . . . But his vocation 
acts like a law of God from which 
there is no escape . . . He must obey 
his own law as if it were a demon that 
whisperingly “indicated to him new 
and strange ways. Who has vocation 
hears the voice of the inner man: he is 
called. (italics Jung’s). And so it is 
the legendary belief that he possesses 
a private demon who counsels him 
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and whose mandates he must execute. 
A familiar example of this kind is 


Faust . . .”” (in this quotation italics 
are mine, except where otherwise 
noted). 


At this point one should compare 
Jung’s use of the term “‘irrational factor” 
with his later employment of the same 
term in an article headed WOTAN, 
which—for obvious reasons—appeared 
in March, 1936, the very month in which 
Hitler reoccupied the Rhineland. This 
article was printed in the Newe Schweizer 
Rundschau, a leading German-language 
periodical published in Switzerland. 
Therein Jung ranged himself alongside _ 
many of the leading Nazis in upholding 
the worship of the resurrected Wotan— 
the ancient Teutonic God of War. Of. 
course, Jung did not mention that Wotan 
was’ also God of the Gallows’'—and by 
that token, in his modernized form— 
God of the Concentration Camps. Nei- 
ther did he mention that the history of 
Teutonic religions discloses that human 
sacrifices were made to Wotan. But in his 
article Jung declared: 

“He is still Wotan, a basic element 
of the German soul, an irrational psy- - 
chic factor... a primeval Germanic 
fact, a supreme expression, and an un- 
surpassed personification belonging 
especially to the German people.” 
(italics mine) 

An _ analytical comparison of the two 
quoted uses of the term “irrational fac- 
tor” provides more than a mere clue to 
the identity of the ‘‘one man’’ — the 


Superman—Jung was extolling in ‘his + @ 


Vienna “lecture.” 
‘But let Jung himself describe the “one _ 


*Frazer’s The Golden Bough (The Mac- 
Millan Co., N. Y., 1923—one vol. abridged 
edition)—page 355. The Religion Of The 
Teutons (publisher: Ginn & Company) 


. See page 227. Wotan, Wodan, Odin and, 


Odhin are the same god. 
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“man” who was soon to follow the dic- 
tates of his “Voice From Within’: 

“With the very decision to put his 
own way above all other ways he has 
already in large part, fulfilled his lib- 
erating vocation. He has cancelled the 
validity af all other ways. He has 
placed his law above all conventions, 
and so has shoved aside : . . all those 
things that not only failed to prevent 
the great danger, but actually brought 
it on.’’ (italics mine) 

This was the same Jung who in 1927 
-—presumably in the interest of scientific 
truth—declared that: “it would be an 
unpardonable mistake to accept the con- 
clusions of a Jewish psychology as gen- 
erally valid.”” On what scientific ground, 
then, did he in the Vienna “‘lecture’’ 
deify the “personality” who “cancelled 
the validity of all other ways’’? 

It seemed a mysterious prophetic fac- 
ulty that prompted Jung, just before Hit- 
ler’s seizure of power, to declare: 

“This is how it comes about that, 
when the mere routine of life in the 
form of traditional conventions pre- 
dominates, a destructive outbreak must 
follow.” 

Jufig expressed his relative regard for 
the ‘mass that is secondary at all times’ 
and the “one man” when he followed up 
with this declaration: 

“But such an outbreak is only catas- 
trophic as a mass phenomenon and 
never in the individual who con- 
sciously subordinates himself to these 
higher powers and places his abilities 
at their service.” 

In Modern Man In Search Of A Soul 
there is a distinct savor of Nietzsche’s 
Superman. Jung wrote as follows: 

“Could we conceive of anyone but 
a German writing Faust or Also 
Sprach Zarathustra? Both play upon 
something that reverberates in the 
German soul—a “primordial image” 
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... the figure of a physician or teacher 
of mankind. The archetypal image of 
the wise man, the savior or redeemer, 
lies buried and dormant in man’s un- 
conscious since the dawn of culture; it 
is awakened whenever the times are 
out of joint and a human society is 
committed to serious error . . . These 
primordial images . . . come to light 
in the dreams of individuals and the 
visions of artists and seers, thus re- 
storing the psychic equilibrium of the 
epoch.” 
This is. a claim to German superiority un- 
surpassed by the most arrogant preten- 
sions of the Nazis. The expedient Jung 
may have abandoned the idea of setting 
up Hitler as an artist, but the record will 
show that he later exerted every effort to 
establish Hitler as a ‘‘seer’’—a “‘com- 
manding personality” with “supernatu- 
ral’ gifts which especially qualified him 
to restore the “equilibrium of the 
epoch.” 

Here is how Jung further depicted the 
“Modern Man’ to whom he dedicated 
his book: 

“He is rather the man who stands 
upon a peak, at the very edge of the 
world, the abyss of the future before 
him, above him the heavens, and be- 
low him the whole of mankind .. . He 
and his kind, few in number as they 
are, are hidden from the undiscerning 
eyes of mass men . . . It cannot be ~ 
helped, the “modern man” is guwes- 
tionable and suspect, and has always 
been so.” (italics mine) 

That was another significant example 
of Jung’s mysterious prophetic faculty. 
He foresaw the ‘‘modern man .. . ques- 
tionable and suspect’”—Adolf Hitler— 
“upon a peak”’ (at Berchtesgaden). 

The conclusion of Jung’s Vienna “‘lec- 
ture’’ is a noteworthy example of the 
method and cunning in his propasanag: 
He declared: 
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“Tt is, of course, ridiculous to accuse 
the voice of nature, the all-good and 
the all-destroying, of evil. If it appears 
to us pre-eminently bad, this is at bot- 
tom a matter of the old truth that the 
good is always an enemy of the better 

. This is why Meister Eckhart said, 
“God is not good, or else he could be 
better.’ There are times in the history 
of the world when something that is 
good must make way; what is destined 
to be better thus appears at first to be 
evil .. . When all is said and done, 
the hero, leader, and savior is also the 
one who discovers a new way to 
gteater certainty. Everything could be 
left as it was if this mew way did not 
absolutely demand to be discovered, 
and did not vist humanity with all 
the plagues of Egypt until it is found 

. The classic Chinese philosophy 

calls it “Tao’, and compares it to a 

watercourse that reszstlessly moves to- 

ward its goal. To be in Tao means the 
fulfillment, wholeness, a vocation pet- 
formed . . . Personality is Tao.” 

(italics mine) 

That is the pseudo-scientific hone 
podge Jung concocted by misusing the ut- 
terances of Meister Eckhart, by incorpo- 
rating the type of “Do not resist” propa- 
ganda which was later to be known as 
“The Wave Of The Future,” and by 
garbling the ancient Chinese PENH Y, 
religion of Taoism. 

Jung was always guided by expediency 
—never by principle. His record will 
show that, as occasion required, he 
preached the pacifism of Taoism or ad- 
vocated the worship of Wotan. 


Jung’s Race Hatred Pours Out 


Soon after Hitler was in unquestion- 
able control Jung threw all caution to the 
. winds and openly became a Nazi colla- 
borationist. Here is how an American 
publication, The Psychoanalytic Quar- 


terly (January 1934), 


June-J 
reported thi: 


event: 


“IT WILL BE OF INTEREST t 
the American reader to know that after” |) 
a suspension of six months, following L 
the resignation of Professor Kretsch- | 
mer last spring, the Zentralblatt fur~ 
Psychotherapie resumes publication” 


under the editorship of the former — 


psychoanalyst, Dr. C. G. Jung of Zu-~ 


rich. In his Foreword to the December ~ 
1933 issue, with which the new state- 
regulated editorial regime assumes © 
control, Dr. Jung lays down the new © 
policy of the magazine, which will dif- 


férentiate between the ‘Germanic’ and © 


‘Jewish’ psychologies—'. . . the defi- 
nite distinctions between Germanic and 


Jewish psychology long apparent to 
sensible people shall no longer be ob- ~ 
scured.’ This introduction is followed ~ 
by a communication from the leader — 
(‘Reichsfithrer’) of the reorganized ~ 


German Medical Association for Psy- 


chotherapy, Prof. Dr. jur. Dr. med. 3 


M. H. Goring, declaring that the So- 


ciety ‘expects all its members who are 


actively engaged in writing or lectur- 


ing to have made a serious scientific 
study of Adolf Hitler's fundatnental ~ 
book, My Battle [Mein Kampf}, and — 


to recognize it as a basic work. The — 
Society will codperate with the Chan- 


cellor’s work in educating the German — 


nation to a heroic, self-sacrificing state 
of mind’.” 


It is a depressing fact that our psychi- 
atrists made no further comment on the 
news that Jung, an internationally-known 
practitioner in the field of ‘“‘mental heal- 
ing,” had openly allied himself with an 
already functioning organization of sad- 
istic degenerates and murderers. 

The Nazi plan called for attacks on 
Jews in every field. Nazi 
were to attack Marx and “Jewish com- 


“scientists” 
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‘munists,” Roosevelt and “Jewish capital- 


ists,” Freud and ‘‘Jewish psychology,” 


Einstein and “Jewish mathematics,” etc. 


S 


Furthermore, they were to extol the su- 


| periorities in all forms of ‘Aryan’ and 
_ “Nordic’’ activities and potentials. Jung 


wasted no time in establishing himself as 
a fervent Nazi collaborationist. In the 
very next issue of the Zentralblatt fiir 
Psychotherapie (January 1934), of 
which he was now the editor, he took up 
the first of his assignments. In his own 


_ lengthy article headed The Present Status 


_ larations: 


Of Psychotherapy Jang made these dec- 


“The Jews have this peculiarity in 
common with women: being physi- 
cally weaker, they must aim at the 
breaches in the armor of the adversary. 


‘. , . the Aryan unconscious, how- 


ever, contains buoyancy, creative germs 


of a future yet to be realized, which 
one cannot depreciate as romance of 
the nursery, without becoming men- 
tally endangered. 

“The Jew, as a relative nomad, 
never has had and never will have his 
own culture, for his instincts and his 
abilities necessitate his living among a 
more or less cultured host’. . . The 
Aryan unconscious has a higher poten- 
tial than the Jewish. 


“In my opinion it has been a grave - 


error of the medical psychology as it 
existed up to now that it applied Jew- 
ish categories blindly . . . to Christian 
Germans and Slavs. For thereby it has 
declared the most valuable secret of 
the Germanic man, the creative and 
intuitive ground of his soul, to be a 
childish muddle, whereas my warning 
voice was suspected of anti-semitism 
for decades. This suspicion originated 
with Freud. He had no knowledge of 
the Germanic soul—just 4s little as all 
his German parrots. Has the amazing 
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phenomenon of National Socialism at 
which a whole world looks with as- 
tounded eyes taught them better? 
Where was that unheard of elastic 
force and momentum when there was 
no National Socialism? It lay hidden 
in the Germanic soul, in that deep 
ground which is anything but the gar- 
bage-pail of unfulfillable childhood 
wishes and unadjusted family resent- 
ments. A movement which seizes a 
whole people has also matured in_ 
every individual.” 


Jung continued with a further tirade 
against Freud’s psychoanalytic findings 
and theories. He attacked the “dirty 
imagination of the interpreter’ (i.e., 
Freud). In fact, the balance of Jung’s 
article was, for the most part, a condem- 
nation of psychoanalysis—which Jung 
had chosen to label ‘‘Jewish Psychology.” 

In the same issue of the Zentralblatt 
was this sinister notice: 


. “With the approval of the Editor 
of the Zentralblatt {1.e., Dr. Carl G. 
Jung} the ‘General German Medical 
Society For Psychotherapy’ has put to- 
gether a pamphlet—'German Psycho- 
therapy—in which are reprinted ar- 
ticles from the Zentralblatt. This pam- — 
phlet was published by Prof. Dr. jur. 
Dr. med. M. H. Goring for the pur- 
pose of the ‘orientation’ of a larger 
public in regard to,the present status 
of German Psychotherapy.” 


The reader should note that Dr. M. H. 
G6ring—with whom Jung worked hand 
in glove—is reported to be a relative of 
the self-same Reichsmarshall Herman 
Goring, now on trial in Nuernberg. 

The open merging of the “Heilsweg”’ - 
of Jung with Heil Hitler! weg of the 
Nazis was a bombshell; but Jung’s next 
move was to be far more significant. Two 
articles and an epilogue were soon to ap- 
pear in the largest and most influential 
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Swiss newspaper, under Jung’s own 
name, in which he would confess that he 
became a Nazi collaborationist of his 
own volition, and in which he would 
more than merely admit his knowledge 
of the Nazi concentration camps. Fur- 
thermore, he would have the effrontery 


to declare that his voluntary collabora- 
tion with the Nazis was motivated pure- — 


ly by altruism. 


[Lhis ts the fust of two articles, The 
second will appear in the next issue, Trans- 
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lations from the German in these articles — i 


are by Albert M. Febring, Ph.D.] 


NO BILL OF RIGHTS IN CANADA 


By R. W. EVANS 


—Lawyers say it is a matter of dispute just how far either Magna 
Carta or the Bill of Rights can be considered actual law in Canada. 


Ev. W. H. SHAVER, a minister of the 

United Church of Canada, was chair- 
man of an unusual meeting in the Con- 
vention Hall of Ottawa's famous Chat- 
eau Laurier on Wednesday evening, May 
15. Facing an audience which crowded 
the speakers’ platform, perched on win- 
dow sills, sat on the floor and stood lin- 
ing the walls, this Protestant minister 
called to order a gathering whose pur- 
pose was to prepare the way for the or- 
ganization of a civil liberties association 
in Canada’s capital city. Mr. Shaver was 
not alone among the Protestant clergy in 
sponsoring such a meeting. Acting with 
him were Rev. Dr. H. W. Avison, Rev. 
Canon Northcote R. Burke, Rev. J. Rich- 
mond Craig, Rev. Charles D. Donald and 
Rev. R. G. Quiggin. 

The circumstances which moved 
these clergymen, Mr. H. S. Southam 
(publisher of the. Ottawa Citizen), 
two French-Canadian Catholic laymen 
(Henri Masson and Fulgeace Charpen- 
tier) and others to sponsor the meeting 

_are connected with Canada’s widely pub- 
licized “spy case.”’ Here are some of the 
facts which caused them to act: 

For more than a week after the seizure 
of suspects at dawn on February 15, 
1946, the Government made nothing but 


a bare announcement. This permitted the. 


manufacture of fantastic rumors, with 
the total of seized suspects ranging from 
400. down to 22. Unnamed cabinet min- 
isters spiced this stew with dark hints. 


_Newspapers front-paged Drew Pearson’s 


think piece, later officially denied, about 
Soviet agents getting away from the 
United States with atomic secrets. Noth- 


ing was too wildly improbable for the 


press to print. 

On the announcement that only 13 
suspects were held, and on State Secte- 
tary Byrnes’ denial that any U. S. citizens 
were involved, the tumult lulled a little. 
But the 13 stoqd condemned already, in 
the public mind, of deeds too awful to 
contemplate. Then’ came the next step— 
announcement of a Royal Commission, 
set up by order-in-council with absolute 
power to invent and change procedure. 
Its first report, on March 4, declared it 
“established” that four named govern- 
ment employees ‘“‘have communicated di- 


_rectly or indirectly secret and confiden- 


tial information to representatives of the 
U.S.S.R.” 

Having thus pronounced them guilty, 
it then announced that they would be 
brought to trial. It permitted them free- 
dom on bail, but hamstrung their law- 


yers by putting the suspects under oatlr 


~ not to tell what they had “‘confessed”’ to 


the commission. They were not granted 
counsel until after several examinations, 
first by Royal Canadian Mounted Police 
officers, then by the commissioners and 
their’ three counsel. Nor were they 
“warned” or informed that they did not 
need to talk. 

The record of the commission hearing 
of one of the suspects, as read in court, 
actually showed that when he had asked, 
at the end of the hearing, if he should 
then obtain counsel, one of the commis- 
sioners replied: ‘“‘I do not know what 
good counsel would be to you now.” 

Just before bringing to open trial the 
second four, whom it had already con- 
demned, the-Royal Commission ordered 
the arrest, on a charge of complicity, of 


Fred Rose, lone Communist member of - 


federal parliament. This made the whole 
thing seem clearly a Communist plot, al- 
though no such affiliation had been al- 
leged against any of the suspects. 

This went hand-in-hand with repeated 
assurances that ordinary civil rights were 
being disregarded only because of “the 
grave issues involved.”’ 

At the same time, a British suspect it in 
the case—Dr. Alan Nunn May, who had 
worked in Canada with Canadian scien- 
tists—was brought to public hearing in 
Britain the morning after being appre- 
hended and remanded tw a cell where he 
could have “as many visitors as he 
wanted.’ Canadian suspects were held 
virtually incommunicado. The Nurem- 
berg defendants—known, vicious crimi- 
nals—were simultaneously enjoying full 
access to counsel. Spy suspects in war- 
time Britain had access to counsel from 
the start. 


Abolishing Justice by Decree 


The ostensible beginning of the case 
was in the autumn of 1945, when a little 
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Russian cipher clerk quit his embassy in 
Ottawa, and turned up promptly at the 
red-baiting O/tawa Journal, who got his 
story and sent him to the RCMP (rough 
equivalent of the FBI). With the clerk, 


_Igor Gouzenko, was a sheaf of docu- — 


ments which he claimed to have filched 
from his embassy when, on learning of 
his imminent recall, he decided he would 
be far more comfortable and happy re” 
maining in Canada. 

The first step of the government was 
to pass, in October 1945, an order-in- 
council PC 6444 (which may be put 
through by as few as four members of a 
committee of the 18-man cabinet in se- 
ctet session) which permitted the Minis- 
ter of Justice, a Roman Catholic, Louis 
St. Laurent, at his own discretion, to 
order anyone detained and questioned 
“in such place and under such conditions 
as he may from time to time determine.” 
It makes further mock of habeas corpus 
by declaring that “any person shall, 
while detained by virtue of an order 
made under this order, be deemed to be 
in legal custody.” 

This approximates the power given 
the Minister of Justice in 1940 (Canada 
was then at war) under the Defence of 
Canada Regulations: to intern anyone 
he saw fit; but without any of the safe- 
guards bitterly fought for, which were 
added in wartime to that particular regu- — 
lation. This new order, PC 6444, was re- 
voked on April 1 by another order, PC 
1262, which said the reason was that all 
detained persons had been interrogated 


-and there were no more to seize. Another 


order, setting up the omnipotent com- 
mission, was not revoked, however, and 
the commission continued its secret ex- 
amination of persons on matters before 
the courts. 

The preamble to PC 6444 stated that 
“secret and confidential information has 
been communicated, directly or indirect- 
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ly, by certain persons to the agents of the 
aforesaid Foreign Power to the prejudice 
of the public safety or interests of Can- 
ada and of friendly Powers.” (Italics 
outs) The ‘‘friendly powers” apparently 
excludes the Soviet Union; and the Prime 
Minister, in a speech to Parliament on 
March 18, said that as soon as he learned 
of the leaks he had rushed down to talk 
to Truman and across to consult with 
Attlee. He had, he said, considered hop- 
ping over to discuss the matter with 
Stalin, but hesitated to because of lack of 
documentary evidence! 


Secret Arrest and Imprisonment 


Under this order, 13 Canadian citi- 
zens were seized, without warrants of 
atrest, their belongings ransacked and 
many of them seized too, and were held 
in custody in the RCMP Rockcliffe bar- 
racks, near Ottawa. No visits were per- 
mitted, even from relatives, during the 
first two and a half weeks of incarcera- 
tion. No communication was permitted 
_ with anyone but nearest relatives, by cen- 
- sored mail. Newspapers were not al- 
lowed except in an effort to make them 
talk; a New Yorker editorial ridiculing 
the spy scare was cut out; and a publicly- 
sold anthology called “Spirit of Cana- 
dian Democracy” was refused admit- 
tance. Lights were kept burning night 
and day, and lawyers have charged use 
of third-degree grilling. 

One of the suspects, testifying later in 
court, said that Inspector C. W. Harvi- 
son, one of the aces of the RCMP’s anti- 
Red squad, had approached him with 
these words: “We've tangled with you 

Reds before, and you have always 
screamed if we laid our hands on you, 
but this time, by God, we've got you!”’ 
~ No lawyer was permitted even to 
‘write any suspect for written authority 
to represent him. Such letters were im- 

pounded by the commission. 
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Secrets Act Beats Secret Law 


On Dec. 6, 1945, Minister of Justice 
Louis St. Laurent had flatly denied the 
existence of any secret orders whatever, 
after a long House discussion of secret 
orders. That was precisely two months 
after the passing of PC 6444. He was re- 
luctant to allow its publication even on 
February 27—four and a half months 


after it had been passed—although pub- 


lication “forthwith” is specifically com- 
manded. 

But Parliament itself, way back in 
June, 1939, accepted a law containing 
some amazing clauses which are being 
exploited to the full in the present case. 

Section 3, Paragraph 2 of the Official 
Secrets Act (under which most of the 
present charges are laid) states that “on 
a prosecution under this section it shall 
not be necessary to show that the accused 
person is guilty of any particular act... 
he may be convicted if, from the circum- 
stances of the case, or his conduct, or his 
known character as proved, it appears 
that his purpose was a purpose preju- 
dicial to the safety or. interests of the 
state ; ee 

This (a) means that a man is consid- 
ered guilty until he is proved innocent— 
precisely contrary to the basic principle 
of British and American justice; (b) fol- 
lows the National Socialist principle of 
“character judgment” or “judicial intui- 
tion,” as outlined in Franz Neumann’s 
Behemoth (Oxford University Press, 
1942). 

Paragraph 3 goes so far as to state: “A 
person shall, unless he proves the con- 
trary, be deemed to be in communication 
with an agent of a foreign power if he 
has . . . visited the address of an agent of 
a foreign power or consorted with such 
an agent, or... the name or address of 
such an agent has been found in his pos- 
session...” 
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This would permit anyone attending a 
cocktail party at the Russian or any other 
embassy or chatting with one of its mem- 
bers on the street, to be “‘proved”’ guilty 
of a breach of this act, and perhaps be 
jailed for seven years. One man has been 
committed for trial on the ground that 
the telephone number of an official of 
the Soviet Embassy was found on his 
memo pad a few times; another for hav- 
ing the telephone number of Fred Rose, 
the Communist M.P. 


Atmosphere of Repression 


The commission’s reports of ‘‘guilty,” 
as Bruce Hutchison wrote on the edi- 
torial page of the pro-government Win- 
nipeg Free Press on April 11, ‘‘made a 
fair public trial before an unprejudiced 
jury impossible.” It is equally true that, 
no matter what the outcome, its polztical 
end will have been achieved. 

L’ Action Catholique, published in 
Quebec, recently implied editorially that 
espionage would continue until the 
“Communist Party’’ was “made illegal 
again,’’ as it was during most of the war. 
Quebec’s Premier, Maurice Duplessis, 
has revived the use of his notorious “‘pad- 
lock law,” making it possible to shut any 
place suspected of sheltering Communist 
sympathizers or propaganda. The day 
after Fred Rose’s arrest, five men were 
arrested and fined in Montreal for dis- 
tributing protest handbills, and three 
others—including the Quebec leader of 
the LLP—were arrested next night at a 
protest meeting. 

The editor of at least one of Ottawa’s 
daily newspapers was approached by a 
government official, and warned that un- 
less he quit editorially criticizing the gov- 
ernment’s procedure in this case he might 
“find himself out on a limb” when the 
full facts were eventually disclosed. The 
technique of promising startling facts in 
the next report, never substantiated but 
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always repeated, has been used to great 
effect. 

One wife told the press how her hus- 
band looked when she finally managed 
to see him. As punishment for this “dis- 
closure’ all the relatives, who had been 
put under oath not to divulge any in- 
formation gained during the visits, were 
cut off visiting on the ground that she 
had broken her oath. The privilege was 
soon restored to the others, but not to her 
until she had wired a strong protest to a 
high government official. 

An example of the Royal Commis- 
sion’s pre-trial technique is this quota- 
tion from its second report: “We are not 
impressed by the demeanor of (name), 
or by his denials, which we do not accept. 
In our view we think he knows more 
than he is prepared to disclose. There- 
fore there would seem to be no answer 
... to a charge of conspiring . . .” This - 
use of the Nazi ‘‘judicial intuition’”’ prin- 
ciple was repeated four times in the three 
reports. The person in question was 
freed later by the courts as innocent. 


Have Canadians Any Rights? 


Most striking and successful attempt 
to outwit the Nazi-minded custodians 
was made by one of the suspects while 
still incarcerated. He handwrote five 
copies of a letter to leaders of all political 
parties which appeared in the press. 

In it he wrote of being detained four. 
weeks with no charge laid and without — 
access to counsel... . “I am certainly not 
being treated as innocent (which I am) 
until proved guilty . . . Sir, I want my 
freedom or a speedy, fair trial. But not 
more than every Canadian citizen needs — 
these basic rights. The people of Canada 
can do without my freedom or trial, but 
they cannot dispense with assurances of 
their own freedom from illegal arrest and — 
detention . . . I have seen injustice—and 
it works, Let no one say: “They can’t do — 
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that to me!’ “They’ can. “They’ have done 
- it. There is no guarantee that ‘they’ will 
not do it again.” 

Then he urged calling a convention to 
draft a charter of basic rights, arguing 
that ‘Canada’s citizens are completely 
defenseless in this respect, because we 
have no written charter of basic rights 
. . . we urgently need such a charter, 
comparable . . . to the Bill of Rights in 
the United States.”’ 

The Ottawa Citizen commented that 
no such charter was necessary— ‘all the 
immemorial rights of free British citizens 
are the Canadian people’s too—Magna 
Carta, Habeas Corpus, the Bill of Rights 
and everything in between.” 

But lawyers say it is a matter of dis- 
pute just how far either Magna Carta or 
the Bill of Rights’ can be considered ac- 
tual law in Canada, and if so exactly 
" what part of law they are and how, tech- 
nically, they can be invoked as law. 

Certainly if the Bill of Rights zs law, 
it very specifically outlaws the entire 

basis of the present proceedings in these 
' words: “The pretended power of sus- 
pending of laws or the execution of laws 
by regal authority without consent of 
parliament is illegal.” 

The Minister of Justice said in Parlia- 
ment on March 19: “Any of these per- 
sons could have applied for a writ of 
_ habeas corpus, but it would have done 
him no good, because as soon as the 
judge would have been shown the order- 
in-council . . . he would have said, “You 
are legally detained’.” 

And when counsel for one of the ac- 
cused charged “biased” treatment before 
the Royal Commission, the special crown 
prosecutor replied by filing PC 411 and 
saying: “Once I show the commission 
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was set up, this court is not charged with © 


the duty of ascertaining if the commis- 
sion acted properly. I suggest this is 
needless taking up of the court’s time.” 

The “Minister of Justice’’ was quoted 
in the press on March 6 as ordering: 
“No bullying, no coercion, and a fair 
trial’ while all these contrary things 
were being done on his authority. 

When a Minister of Justice has to 
order the courts to give a fair trial, in- 
stead of assuming that they will, Alice is 
in her Wonderland again! 


Bill of Rights “Out of Order?’ 


On May 2, Mr. John Diefenbaker, 
Progressive Conservative Member of 
Parliament, introduced in the House of 
Commons a Canadian Bill of Rights as a 
proposed amendment to a clause of the 
Citizenship Bill which was under consid- 
eration. His addition provided: (1) 
Freedom of religion, freedom of speech 
and the right to peaceable assembly are 
assured; (2) Habeas corpus shall not be 
suspended except by Parliament; (3) 
No one shall be required to give evidence 
before any tribunal or commission at any 
time if denied counsel or other constitu- 
tional safeguards.” This amendment was 
ruled out of order on May 17. In reply to 
M. J. Coldwell, CCF leader, who said his 
party was “‘most anxious” that the Citi- 
zenship Bill should not pass without 
some understanding being reached on the 
“Bill of Rights” question, Acting House 
Leader Mackenzie assured the House that 
the government would consider opposi- 
tion proposals that a committee be estab- 
lished, possibly at the next session of 
Parliament, to draft a declaration of the 
rights and privileges of Canadian citizen- 
ship. And so the matter stands. 


The difference between the Soviet system and the others is that they 
don’t have to hire their agents—Winston Churchill, on Canada’s case. 


A MODERN VIEW OF MYSTICISM 


By KENNETH LESLIE 


JESUS—SCAPEGOAT MYSTIC 


[This is the fourth in a series of articles. } 


i Is A PECULIAR THING that most writ- 

ers, when dealing with certain aspects 
of primitive Christianity, exclude from 
the discussion all reference to its author. 
The author of Christianity, Jesus of 
Nazareth, said, ‘Follow me,” not ‘‘Fol- 
low my disciples’; yet we bother our- 
selves greatly trying to follow his dis- 
ciples, and we do not often succeed, for 
the very good reason that the paths of 
his disciples diverge and sometimes seem 
to lead in opposite directions. We like to 
keep Jesus apart from a discussion of 
Christian experience. He must be kept, 
we say, as the object of Christian expe- 
rience, which often means that we want 
him where we can wrangle over his 
metaphysical nature. 

Now, from the picture we have given 
us in the New Testament the most sig- 
nificant thing about Jesus is his sense of 
nearness to God, his sense of oneness 
with God, his continued and abiding 
sense of fellowship in the Divine Life. 
His message, driven home by word and 
deed, by daily life and specific teaching, 
seems to be that the true life is a life of 
infimate communion with God. His 
heart’s desire and the object of his life 
work may be reduced to this, that men 
should come to appreciate this life of 
communion and take it for their own. 
He did not try to institute a ritual or a 
service or a ceremony, nor did he frame 
a system of doctrine. He did not even 
draw up a scala perfectionis, which 
seemed indispensable to many of the 
mystics. One of the most important of 
Jesus’ specific doctrines, the losing of 
the self in the interests of the'larger life, 


isa distinctively mystical doctrine, and is 
cast in the paradoxical form so common 
in mystical literature, “Whosoever shall 
seek to gain his life shall lose it; but 
whosoever shall lose his life in my cause 
shall find it.’”’ Many more of his doc- 
trines are put in this way, and all of 
them are essentially mystical. 

“Blessed are the pure in heart, for they 
shall see God.” 

“The kingdom of God is within you.” 

“Blessed are the poor in spirit, for 
their’s is the kingdom of heaven.” 

“Blessed are they that mourn, for they 
shall be comforted.” 

“Except ye be converted and become 
as little children, ye shall in no wise 
enter into the kingdom of heaven.” 

“It is hard for a rich man to enter into 
the kingdom of heaven.” 

“Except your righteousness one 
that of the scribes and pharisees, ye shall 
in no case enter into the kingdom of 


_heaven.’’ 


The teaching of Jesus is strongly 
ethical, but his ethics is always based 
upon and looks forward to an eventual 
mystical experience. He was not an as- 
cetic; but many of his practices were al- 
most ascetic. He was not a visionary; but 
at times he saw visions. He communed — 
with the saints of old upon the moun- 
tain-top; but he returned immediately to 
his work in the valley. He loved free- 
dom; he disliked form and tradition. He 
saw through the sham of false learning, 
as did Lao-tse before him. The externals, 
the show of wisdom, as well as the show 
of morality, could not deceive him. He 
loved the simplicity of children, and saw 
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in that a type of the true humility of 
men. Read his parables. Read his Ser- 
mon on the Mount. Read his’ denuncia- 
tion of the pharisees and upper class. 
They are all filled with the spirit of 
Mysticism. ™ 


ie INGE says that ‘‘Christian Mysti- 
cism might almost be called Johan- 
nine Christianity.’ The Fourth Gospel 
is certainly a great piece of mystical writ- 
ing; but I think it unnecessary to iden- 
tify it with Christian Mysticism. Chris- 
tian Mysticism can be found in the Syn- 
optic Gospels. I do not mean to say that 
the form of Mysticism in the Christian 
Church was not determined largely by 
Greek influence through the Fourth Gos- 
pel, through Paul, and later through 
Dionysius. What I wish to emphasize is 
that its inspiration and power may al- 
ways be traced back to Jesus. Some say 
that he was not a mystic, because he 
avoided the faults of many mystics, be- 
cause he was more balanced and more 
rational than any of the other great mys- 
~ tics. As well say that he was not a man 
because he avoided the faults of men. 
He indeed furnishes us with the true 
_ type. He is the mystic par excellence. 
And this is the fact which explains the» 
Mysticism in the Christian Church. If 
we would throw Mysticism out from the 
Christian Church, we must also throw 
out Christ. And this is what many have 
_ done. The Ritschlians, for instance, have 
placed Christ outside of the category of 
men. He alone it is who has seen the 
face of God. No other may approach 
Him except through Christ. God is on 
the one hand. Mankind is on the other. 
Through religion mankind has come to 
know God. The task of the theologian is 
_ to explain how this took place. The Rit- 
schlian theologian explains it by virtu- 
ally making Jesus the’ “‘scape-goat” mys- 
tic of the human race. Indeed the major- 
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ity of all stripes of theologians do the 
same thing. In exalting him they have 
really degraded him and lost his true 
significance. But if we once agree to the 
proposition that Christianity is or should 
be the religion of Christ himself, then 
we must agree that it is a religion of 
Mysticism. 


We HAS THE Christian Church, 
then, at times been opposed to the 
claims of Mysticism? 

The life of the early church was such 
a life as might be inferred from the 
spirit manifested by Jesus, and found in 
the writings of St. Paul and St. John. It 
was the free spontaneous life of a Chris- 
tian fellowship, bound together by noth- 
ing but love of God and of each other, 
with no visible head and little of cere- 
mony or ritual. But gradually many 
forces were brought to bear which made 
such a happy state of affairs impossible. 
Their trusting belief in the immediate 
coming of Christ began to waver. They 
were being brought into competition 
with other religious movements. Errors 
crept in. Heresies abounded. There 
came the need of organization, disci- 
pline, standardization; and in response 
to these needs there gradually arose the 
great ecclesiastical system based on au- 
thority. Prophet became priest. The 
free symbol because the fixed ritual. 
Faith became dogma. This great system 
has remained until today; but peri- 
odically throughout its long history 
there have been rebirths of the early 
spontaneity, the early freedom, rebirths 
of the true mystical religion of Christ. 
The twentieth century may well be the 
scene of such a rebirth. The indications 
are not few which point in that direc- 
tion. 


Gs) RDINARY HUMAN LIFE is fragmen- 
tary in its outlook. It is.lived in 
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short stretches. It is taken on the install- 
ment plan. There is no unitive purpose 
which governs all of the parts of life. 
Most of us live most of the time in a 
haphazard fashion. At times, however, 
we are brought somehow to see larger 
pieces of life. Our horizon is widened. 
What seemed large hitherto, now seems 
small. What seemed orderly now seems 
disorderly. We see things for a time 
with a comprehensive eye. We see in- 
adequacies and crookednesses in life, 
which we did not see before. Why and 
how do we see these things? Because 
there has come to us from the life be- 
yond ours a vision of truth and reality, 
a vision of what ought to be. It is in 
seeing such a vision that we first come 
to realize our freedom. Henceforth the 
values of the world are for us trans- 
muted; and we go forth to fight for the 
actualization in the world of our ideals. 
And in this we have ethical action. So 
it seems certain that our ethical aspira- 
tions have their genesis in a mystical 
experience. 

The gentle and submissive beasts of 
the field lift not their heads nor sigh 
for better things. To man alone, it 
seems, is given the divine discontent; 
and it comes to him because of the 
transcendent principle within. It is be- 
cause man has ears to hear the whisper- 
ing of divine messages; whereas the 
beasts’ threshold of hearing is too high 
to admit such delicate sounds. 

But not all, who see these visions, 
become morally active in the making 
over of the world. Some there are who 
become so disgusted with earthly life 
that they withdraw from it with their 
dreams and visions, and lose themselves 
in pure contemplation. The world falls 
so far short of their splendid dream that 


they lose all patience with it, and in 


their loss of patience dies all morality. 
These contemplatives, you may say, are 
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the mystics. Yes, they are mystics; but 
they are misdirected. They are false 
mystics. Why give (as so many have) 
to them the exclusive title, when they 
have abused their privilege? Both the 
retired contemplative and the active 
moral hero have seen the vision. Both 
have had the mystical experience. Both 
have gone up into the hill-top; but one 
has stayed there, the other has returned 
to the valley. Both have retired into 
the wilderness; but one has remained 
to nurse his vision in solitude, the other 
has come back to the city and village to 
flame his message in the eyes of the 
world. One is the false mystic, the other 
the true. For in active life the vision 
grows rich in content. In solitude it 
grows empty or is filled with vain 
delusions. 

But perhaps the moralist forgets the — 
source of his ideals. Perhaps, for in- 
stance, the moral principles are unthink- 
ingly inherited from the past. He is 
working with his electric machine, and 
has become so absorbed that he has 
forgotten the source of its power, he is 
out of touch with the dynamo. Then, 
when the inevitable defeat and failure 
come, both in his own life and in his 
propaganda work, when he finds stub- 
born opposition to his ethical demands, — 
he begins to turn back upon these de- 
mands, to question their origin and 
validity. He wants assurance that his 
struggle is not unworthy, that he is not 
fighting for a chimera, that his ideals 
are true to the ultimate reality of things. 
And he turns (where else?) to God. He 
appeals to a supra-mundane power. He 
wants his ideals conserved and con- 
firmed; and he finds this conservation 
and confirmation in the same power 
which was the very source of his ideals. 
Thus is Mysticism the very life of 
ethical endeavour and ethical principle. 
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corresponds to the actual history of the 


relation between Ethics and Mysticism. 
In primitive society, religion embraced 
ethics, as it embraced every other de- 
partment of human activity. The civil- 
ized ‘ethics’ is the primitive ‘taboo’, and 
taboo regulations are all revealed super- 
naturally. It was not till after archaic 
times that ethics was separated out from 
religion and made a science in itself. 
The distinction between ethics and reli- 
gion should be for convenience merely. 
As we have pointed out, ethics is rooted 
in the mystical element ‘of religion, and, 
according to our view, the mystical ap- 
prehension of God is gained in its true 
form only in and through the exercise 
of ethical functions. 


HIS EXPERIENCE, which we refer to, 

is not an abnormal experience, nor 
indeed exceptional. In fact it is almost a 
common thing in the lives of many of 
the sanest and soberest saints and heroes 
in history. In the life of many a humble 
artist, too, or intellectual workman, has 
_ there come, once or twice, an exaltation, 
a feeling of ecstasy, an experience of 
oneness with something greater than 
himself. How many political statesmen 
or humble social workers, also, have 
been in times of crisis lifted out of 
themselves, and have felt their identity 
with a greater force. These experiences 
are of course not identical with the 
ecstatic experiences of the early saints; 
but they are of the same nature, and 
the difference is one of degree rather 
than of essential quality. In the former 
case they are artificially forced, or partly 
so; and therefore they are thrown out 
of their true proportion to the rest of 
life, and even their own quality and 
value are injured. In the latter case 
they are the natural products, or by- 
products we might call them, of lives 
lived according to the laws of their 
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enrichment. They are at once stimulants 
by the way and draughts prophetic of 
a greater life ahead. They come, in 
their best form, not to those who are 
passively waiting to receive them, nor 
to those who make it their avowed aim 
to pursue these experiences as such. 
These experiences constitute what Jesus 
meant when he said, ‘But whosoever 
loseth his life shall save it.’ They 
come, then, to those who spend their 
life in moral action, in artistic passion, 
in dogged pursuit of scientific law. And 
if men cut themselves off from life and 
action, they will certainly dwindle and 
waste away. But if they; on the other 
hand, lose themselves in appreciation 
of the laws of the Universe, and in 
striving for their fulfillment and realiza- 
tion, then will they become more alive 
all the time, then will they come more 
and more to feel their oneness with the 
greater life which surrounds them. Jesus 
forms the true type of this sort of 
Mysticism. He found God at work in 


the world, and he joined Him in that 


work. 


T WILL BE EVIDENT that the view of 
[vetoes here set forth renders in- 
adequate and inaccurate such a character- 
ization as is found, for instance, in Prof. 
Pringle-Pattison’s article in the Encyclo- 
pedia. Brittanica. This somewhat hostile 
article is an example of an attitude to- 
wards Mysticism, which is all too preva- 
lent even today. The assumption is that 
Mysticism is a species of evil in religion 
and philosophy, and as such, should be 
recognized and rooted out. He takes 
for granted that all Mysticism is of the 
Dionysian type, negative and abstract in 
philosophy, quietistic and passive in 
practice. “The union which sound reli- 
gious teaching represents as realized in 
the submission of the will and the 
ethical harmony of the whole life is then 
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reduced (by Mysticism), to a passive 
experience.” That such a conclusion is 
not necessary it has been the attempt 
of this essay to indicate. We have 
shown that some sort of a mystical ex- 
perience is the very base of any true 
“submission of the will,’ and in its 
highest form may only be reached via 
“the ethical harmony of the whole life.” 
But, such a misinterpretation as we have 
in this article interests us especially in its 
metaphysical aspects. The contention 
is that Mysticism is too anarchic, too 
irresponsible a thing to be allowed any 
place in sober metaphysics. The mystic, 
like the small boy, is to be seen but not 
heard, especially when in the meta- 
physical parlor. Pringle-Pattison says, 
“Where philosophy despairs of itself, 
exults in its own overthrow, and yet 
revels in the ‘mysteries’ of a speculative 
Christianity, . . . the term Mysticism may 
be fitly applied.” Referring to the 
charge of Mysticism brought against 
some forms of absolute idealism, he 
_ says, “However absolute a philosophet’s 
idealism may be, he is erroneously styled 
a mystic if he move towards his con- 
clusions only by the patient labor of 
reason.” The plausibility of this state- 
ment rests upon the ambiguity in the 
word “reason;” although it is not a 
sound statement either way you take it. 
If by reason he means what Kant called 
the understanding, the discursive rea- 
soning, or the logical and_ scientific 
thought processes as such, then, it may 
be noted that the essence of modern 
idealism is that it involves a decided 
transcendence of this stage of thought. 
On the other hand, if he means the 
higher reason or philosophic insight, 
reason with a capital R, then, obviously, 
this is exactly what we mean by the 
mystical intuition in its highest form. 
I cannot see how it would be possible 
to frame a conception of life, attempt- 
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ing to construe life from a viewpoint 
of order or of rationality, or from any 
viewpoint transcending the chaos of — 
sense-perception, without employing 
truly mystical insights. Any system that 
pretends to find and grasp reality (that 
is, any system except a skepticism) is 
in that pretension essentially mystical. 
We may rationalize our phenomenal ex- 
istence for our private purposes, for the 
moment of our existence; we may ram- 
ble aimlessly about our world of pro- 
babilities, finding no outlet; but the 
moment we desire a pow sto, the mo- 
ment we begin to say, “This is real, 
this is abiding,” that moment we have 
transcended our narrow logical reason, 
we have employed a higher logic, a 
higher reason, embracing all the facul- 
ties, constituting a faculty in itself, the 
mystic Sense or Reason. Now, the fact 
that we have transcended the purely 
logical reason by no means denies the 
value of that reason or casts suspicion 
upon it. On the contrary, our transcend- 
ing of it was the only way of giving it 
stability and worth. 


EGEL IS CENSURED for presuming 

to believe that the life and law of 
the Universe at large is the same as the 
life and law governing man’s thought. 
What presumption that man’s little 
thought can plumb the depth of the 
world’s meaning! But, whatever we 
may think of it, whether it strikes us as 
comical or sublime or both, we must 
recognize that such a belief is essentially 
mystical. For how can man_ break 
through his world of things piled round 
and on top of him? How can he speak 
ofthe whole, when he knows but an 
insignificant part, and_ even that he 
wonders at? Time, as we call it, or 
change, perpetual and unrelenting, 
pushes us and hurries us along. How 
dare we say, stop? 
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“T fall into the Jaws of Time.” Then 
how speak of that which is inedible to 
Time? Clearly we hold no warrant for 
this philosophizing, if all of us is Here. 
I think we must say that the instant man 
stops to reflect on his life and candition, 
he ceases to be altogether Here. He 
begins to be There also. And when he 
realizes his transcendence, he becomes 
arrogant and says things unbecoming 
to ‘mere man.’ He claims (what the 
mystic claims) that he is not all tied 
up in this temporal order, that he has 
grasped something which is independent 
of absolute change. This has been the 
affirmation of religion; it is the affirma- 
tion of philosophy; and it is just this 
affirmation which the mystics make, only 
they make it more boldly and explicitly. 

This, then, is our conception of the 
true Mysticism; and in our philosophy 


LETTER FROM RUSSIA 
To JEROME DAVIS 


NE OF MY FRIENDS in Moscow was 
an Englishman by the name of 
Arthur Watt. He had been engaged in 
Quaker relief work but when the World 
War broke he had gone into an ordinary 
machine factory as a skilled worker. Late 
in the Spring of 1946 he wrote me from 
a rest home in Kislovodsk, North Cau- 
casus, about the rapid changes in work- 
ing conditions following the war. 

“One of the first acts of the Soviet 
Government when peace was declared 
was to reinstate the constitutional Right 
to Rest, the eight hour day and the an- 
nual holiday with full pay. These priv- 
ileges were again enforced for all 
workers. 

“For the suspended holidays of 1941- 
42-43 the government is paying com- 
pensation equal to full pay for the time 
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and in our religion an element of it 


must be allowed and recognized. We 


would not return to the ‘drunken joy’ — 


of “Soma’s sacred madness.’ We would 
rather 

‘., . let our ordered lives confess 

The beauty of thy peace.” 

In our candid moments we must con- 
fess that in the times of our inspiration, 
intellectual or mental, we are not only 
active but passive too. We not only 
give, but receive. Sometimes we are 
even angered at the high-handedness 
with which we are compelled to recog- 
nize the power of the Beyond and the 
lure of a larger life. This is put roughly 
and effectively by Bernard Shaw in his 
play, in which . Blanco Posnet says, 
“Gents, there’s a rotten game; but the 
great game was played on me: and now 
I’m for the great game every time.” 


worked plus three per cent annual inter- 
est in four installments. 

“In my case all this means: 1) Reduc- 
tion in working hours; 2) For 11 
months’ work I receive 12 months’ pay 
and for the next three years an addi- 
tional month’s pay in compensation for 
holidays worked during the war; 3) 
One month’s holiday every year; 4) A 
pass to the rest home for a month at the 
cost of 180 roubles ($36). This includes 
full board and room, entertainment 
(movies, dances, etc.), very thorough 
medical examinations, mineral water 
baths, electrical treatment, etcetera. 

“At first I hesitated to accept a pass to 
a rest home so far from Moscow (1,250 
miles) as I feared the overcrowded rail- 
way wagons would be too much for me. 
I found however that a special wagon 
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was provided for sanatoria passengers. 
Though not quite up to pre-war stand- 
ards when such special wagons had cur- 
tains, white tablecloths, and clean bed, 
radio, etcetera, nevertheless I secured a 
place and a sleeping shelf for myself so 
the three days on the train was not so 
bad. 

“On the train I met people from all 
over the U.S.S.R. going to various rest 
homes and sanatoria. There were three 
workers from Siberia, a woman from 
Archangel with a free pass to Kislov- 
odsk for an indefinite period until her 
illness was cured, a guerilla from Minsk 
and many invalids from the war. 

“Here in the rest house are a still 
more representative crowd: directors and 
workers, generals, soldiers, sailors, doc- 
tors, Russians, Tartars, Esthonians, Ar- 
menians, Jews, Roumanians, and: Jugo- 
slavians. In fact I have never before met 
with such a varied collection of peoples. 

“Here at Kislovodsk the Germans did 
comparatively little damage but at Pyate- 
gorsk and Mineral Waters many of the 
rest homes were reduced to ruins. 

“In addition to all that has been done 
in reconstructing factories and homes in 
devastated areas the government has 
done a great deal in restoring cultural 
conditions—schools, libraries, museums, 
and theatres. Rest homes have been re- 
built and now thousands of workers are 
enjoying their holidays where not so 
long ago the Germans left burning 
ruins. 

The last two pages of Arthur Watt’s 


letter were written in pencil on the train 
as he came back to Moscow. He con- 
tinued: 

“At Kislovodsk I took mineral water 
baths and electro-galvanic treatment and 
put on seven pounds in weight and am 
now feeling fine and fit. The food situa- 
tion was much better than I had antic- 
ipated and special meals were available 
for patients requiring them. 

“When it came to returning home I 
found that the rest home secured re- 
served places on the train in special - 
wagons. As the train service had been 
improved we were given separate com- 
partments with complete sets of bed 
linen and blankets so the return journey 
was nearly up to pre-war conditions. 

“All along the route one saw the de- 
struction wrought by the Germans. Near- 
ly all the large stations were completely 
ruined and many of the smaller ones very 
much damaged. All-along the line were 
remains of bombed trains and burnt 
storehouses. Temporary buildings have 
been set up at the stations, many bridges 
repaired or temporary wooden ones built 
and everywhere work is going on in re- 
storing factories and public buildings. 

“I already wrote you that we won our 
case at court and are now’back at our old 
address.” This last is a reference to the 
fact that when Moscow was threatened 
during the war his factory was evacuated 
and he went with it to the Urals. When 
he came back his apartment was occu- 
pied by others. He has now won back 
the right to occupy it in the courts. 


NEW ROLE? 


The church’s success in reconciling in the Philippines patriots and col- 
laborators, which he said he had recently observed, was offered by Dr. Higdon 
as an example of the church's new role in helping to achieve world order. 

(From a New York Times’ report of an address of Dr. E. K. Higdon, 


exec. sec. of the Department of Oriental Missions of the United Christian 
Missionary Society, before the Foreign Missions Conference of North 


America. ) 


JOHN FOSTER DULLES—CHRISTIAN STATESMAN? 


By J. M. FREEMAN 3 


—John Foster Dulles, in the name of peace and justice, 1s leading the ; | 
Protestant Churches into a trap. i 


OME RECENT ITEMS in the™press re- 

minded us of the various sides of 
one John Foster Dulles, Presbyterian 
layman and Wall Street lawyer. 

The first was an announcement by the 
Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ that John Foster Dulles will be 
one of the American delegates to an 
international conference of Protestant 
church leaders in England, August 4 to 
7, under the auspices of the Provisional 
Committee of the World Council of 
Churches. 

The second was a report of a civil 


action being taken, by the Anti-Trust 


Division of the Justice Department 
against the International Nickel Co., 
Inc., which mentioned that John Foster 


- Dulles is a director of International 


Nickel. The company was charged with 
world-wide price fixing through cartel 
arrangements with two French com- 
panies and with I, G. Farben of Ger- 
many. The deal with I. G. Farben is 
claimed to have aided German rearma- 
ment by assuring the Nazis a steady sup- 
ply of nickel in the years prior to World 
War II. International Nickel is noted 
for its monopolistic nature. [In addi- 


tion to International Nickel, J. F. 


Dulles is a director of: American Agri- 


; cultural Chemical Co., American Bank 
Note Co., Babcock & Wilcox Corp., 


Bank of New York (trustee), Detroit 
Edison Co., Grand Union Co., Rocke- 
feller Foundation (trustee), Carnegie 
Endowment for International Peace 
(trustee) .] 

The third item was a United Press 
dispatch from Washington, dealing with 
“hitherto secret documents of the 1919 


t 


Paris Peace Conference” just published — 
by the State Department, which stated — 
that “John Foster Dulles, top Repub- 
lican) Party expert on foreign affairs and — 
now a GOP advisor to Secretary of State 
James F. Byrnes, helped draft the plan ~ 
for blockading Bolshevik Russia in 
£O19S. 

The fourth was a full-page advertise- — 


ment in the New York Times in which | 


Life magazine proclaimed that John — 
Foster Dulles “famous lawyer and inter- 
national expert’’ would, in two articles, 
give ‘‘authoritative answers’ to the ad- ~ 
vertisement’s headlined question: “What — 
is Russia up to, anyway?” Under an 
impressive picture of Premier Joseph . 
Stalin, Mr. Dulles was quoted as saying: 
“Soviet leaders assume that peace and 
security depend upon quickly achieving 
world-wide acceptance of Soviet polit- 
ical philosophy, which suppresses cer- 
tain personal freedoms in the interest 
of achieving social harmony. The per- 
sonal freedoms which they would take _ 
away constitute our most cherished po- 
litical and religious heritage. The 
methods which Soviet leaders use are 
repugnant to our ideas of humanity and 
fair play .. . Soviet leaders now seek 
to do on a world-wide basis what they 
have done at home.’ His articles beat 
the drums on this theme in a tempo cal- 
culated to arouse the American people 
to do or die. : 

Life mentioned in its advertisement 
that Mr. Dulles is the author of War, 
Peace and Change, published in 1939, 
(Harper & Brothers, New York & Lon- 
don), and described the book as “‘one 
of the most thoughtful analyses of the 


causes of war and the dynamics of peace 
ever written.” Mr. Dulles states in a 
foreword to his book, dated November 
1938, that the thoughts expressed in it 
ate “the result of much thinking and 
study since the Paris Peace Conference 
of 1919.” Mr. Dulles put a lot of work 
in on that peace conference. He was the 
principal American counsel for its com- 
mittees on reparations and financial 
matters and helped draft the treaty 
clauses concerning them. He was a 
member of the Supreme Economic 
Council and became the first American 
member of the Reparations Commis- 
sion, And, as the State Department has 
now revealed; he helped draft the plan 
for blockading Russia. One wonders 
whether the failure of that blockade to 
destroy the new Soviet state influenced 
Mr. Dulles in the thought and study 
which went into his book. 

When Mr. Dulles returned from the 
peace conference he resumed his asso- 
ciation (begun in 1911) with Sullivan 
and Cromwell, 48 Wall Street, which 
has been described as “‘perhaps the rich- 
est and most powerful Jaw firm in 
downtown New York” and as ‘“‘the Na- 
tion’s richest law firm.’ He became a 


famous international lawyer, being con- 


nected with the legal aspects of financing 
most. of the countries of Europe and 
South America as well as China and 
Japan. After the collapse of foreign ex- 
changes, he represented American bond- 
holders at three successive international 
debt conferences called by Hitler’s finan- 
cial wizard, Dr. Hjalmar Schacht, in 
Berlin in 1933. Possibly his experiences 
in Berlin helped shape the conclusions 
reached in his book. 


A Book of Comfort to the Axis 


At least one can agree with Lfe that 
~ War, Peace and Change is a thoughtful 
work. It is a philosophical treatise of 
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patient reason and cool detachment from — 
the fierce tides of emotion which were 


sweeping the world in the year 1938. | 


Dulles presents an analysis of the causes 
of war, some of it quite penetrating, and 
on that foundation bases some sugges- 
tions as to how war could be prevented 
at that time. 

His chief proposals may be summed 
up as: 
(1) On the ethical side, to water down. 
the virtues ascribed to one’s own nation 
and to ‘“‘dissipate the other-nation-villain: 
ideology” by education of the public. 


(2) On the political side, to persuade 
the status quo nations to make changes 
in the treaty structure and boundary 
regulations which would induce the 
“dynamic” nations seeking changes to 
live in peace with the former. 


Mr. Dulles preceded such proposals — 
with a chapter on “False or Inadequate 
Solutions” in which he calmly tore up 
such methods as the “quarantine of ag- 
gressors,” “non-recognition of the fruits 
of aggression,” and sanctions against 
aggressors. They would only provoke 
the “‘dynamic’’ nations, he said. ? 

At that time, the “nation-villains,” 
from our point of view, were Germany, 
Italy and Japan. The treaty under par- 
ticular attack was that of Versailles, and 
the ‘dynamic’ nations listed by Mr. 
Dulles were Hitler Germany, Mussolini 
Italy and Hirohito Japan. It is worth 
noting that, to Mr. Dulles, ‘‘dynamic” 
people are characterized by “energy, 
industry, clean-living, thrift, efficiency, 
intelligence, willingness to forego pres- 
ent ease in the interest of future gains” 
and are not to be confused with “adven- 
turers, soldiers of fortune, criminals’ 
who may “‘safely be repressed.’’ He says 
that Germany and Italy became dynamic 
under Hitler and Mussolini. By Novem- 
ber 1938 the ‘‘dynamic” nations of Mr. 
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Dulles had been appeased a long way 
along the road of aggression. 

Granting that Mr. Dulles had peace- 
ful intentions, it is difficult to avoid the 
conclusion that his book, coming at the 
time it did, was a great comfort to “the 
fascist powers. 

. A hasty reader might take his advo- 
cacy of change in the interest of “‘peace”’ 
as evidence of a liberal, humanitarian 
outlook, but the flexibility he preaches 
is that so often ascribed to the British 
Tories—one designed to preserve the 
existing order of acquisitiveness at the 
least expense by concessions properly 
timed. 


Setting the Stage for War 


There are some things in his book 
which we wish Mr. Dulles would take 
as a watning rather than a guide right 
now. In discussing how modern, “‘totali- 
tarian” war is made possible by the use 
of the media of information to create 
mass emotion around “‘nation-hero’”’ and 
“nation-villain” concepts, he says of 
those who build up such mass emotions: 
“The authors and stage-hands today are 
primarily those who compose the group 
authority... . In their efforts, the group 
authorities can count upon reinforce- 
ment from many private agencies which 
are engaged in catering to the emotional 
cravings of the masses. The financial 
success of such enterprises depends upon 
purveying shock and excitement. . . . By 
printed word or by pictures selected to 
produce an emotional reaction, they 
magnify incidents out of all relation to 
their actual importance and they induce 
unreliable generalizations . . . Of the 
many possible variations (of the nation- 
hero) there are certain types which par- 
ticularly conduce to war. One is the 
crusading hero, who champions the 
cause of justice and succors the op- 
pressed. . . . Those in charge of ‘a na- 
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tion’s foreign affairs are predominantly 
those who set the stage. They are suffi- 
ciently behind the scenes so as not them- 
selves to be carried away by the emo- 
tions they would create in others.” 

It would appear that Mr. Dulles is 
applying the formula and has stepped 
out to “set the stage and arrange the 
lines of the drama” in which the Soviet 
Union is the “nation-villain” oppress- 
ing little countries, destroying “our most 
cherished political and religious herit- 
age’ and grasping for the whole world, 
while the United States is the “‘nation- 
hero”’ championing the cause of justice 
and intent upon succoring the oppressed. 
In this he has the support of such a 
private agency as L7fe magazine which 
has embarked, by recent editorial admis- 
sion, upon a campaign against Russia. 
And he is one of those most in charge 
of the nation’s foreign affairs. 


Guiding Church and State 


Mr. Dulles has shown indications of 
where he was going for some time and 
also that he was trying to take the Prot- 
estant churches along with him. 

When the peace which he had helped 
fashion disappeared in spite of all his 
efforts, Mr. Dulles decided to devote 
more attention to the Protestant 
churches. We are told in Current Biog- 
raphy 1944: “No ‘church- -goer himself, 
he never thought to blame the failure 
of all the peace conferences he attended 
on lack of Christianity until he set out 
to draft a practical set of principles on 
which a peace conference might succeed. 
To his surprise he found them an echo 
of Christianity, so back to the Church 
he went.’ When the Federal Council of 
the Churches of Christ in America 
brought into being its Commission on a 
Just and Durable Peace in the year 1941, 
Mr. Dulles, who had served previously 
on some inter-agency groups of the 
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churches, was chosen as chairman. (L7fe 
inaccurately stated in its advertisement 
that he became chairman in 1937). In 
this position he has had an influential 
voice in forming the international policy 
of Protestant leadership, during the war 
and since. His efforts have made him an 
international figure in Protestantism, for 
he is also a member of the Commission 
of International Relations formed by 
the Provisional Committee of the World 
Council of Churches. 

In 1942, in a symposium entitled “A 
Rigltteous Faith for a Just and Durable 
Peace,” Mr. Dulles declared: “Our pur- 
pose is that the American people be 
filled with a righteous faith and a sense 
of. mission in the world.” But as we 
_recall it, the Commission on a Just and 
Durable Peace never took a forthright 
stand in support of the war against 
fascism. 

In 1943, in an address before a group 
of ministers in the Collegiate Reformed 
Church in New York, Dulles warned 
that the rebuilt nations would lean to- 
ward the Soviet Union if the United 
States did not revive a “creative spirit.” 
He said that Russia’s influence “may 
spread because countries could derive 
inspirational material from her actions.” 

In 1944 he became Governor Thomas 
E. Dewey’s adviser on foreign affairs in 
the Presidential campaign. Dewey and 
Dulles are close friends (in 1943 Dewey 
had made him a member of the New 


York State Banking Board). During 


that campaign he was attacked by polit- 
ical opponents on the ground, among 
others, that his law firm’s clients in- 
cluded banking and industrial organiza- 
tions in fascist countries. This did not 
affect his stature among members of the 
Commission on a Just and Durable 
Peace, though he was involved per- 
sonally with such clients as Franco’s 
Bank of Spain. Possibly, as senior part- 
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ner of his firm, Mr. Dulles was too 
remote from its workings and too tied 
up in international affairs to know what 
it was doing. At least, that was his argu- 
ment in December 1944 when he testi- 
fied in a suit by one of his firm’s clients, 
the multi-million dollar public utility 
holding corporation known as _ the 
North American. Company (of which — 
Dulles was a director from 1929 to 
1938). 

Mr. Dulles has had quite a hand in 
fashioning the United Nations organiza- 
tion with a-special eye for the “‘little 
nations.” He helped establish a common 
ground between the Administration and 
the Republican party on the Dumbarton 
Oaks proposals and worked to get 
church support for them. He became an 
adviser to the United States delegation 
to the San Francisco security conference 
in 1945, accepting the position after 
consulting with Governor Dewey and 
Senator Vandenberg who advised him 
that he could sérve best in an official 
capacity. Since then he has helped shape’ — 
the bi-partisan foreign policy of the 
nation. : 


Using “Nation-Villain” Formula 


Reporters who were at the San Fran- 
cisco conference have since stated that 
Dulles was a chief source of anti-Soviet 
interpretations of what had transpired 
in closed meetings.It was said that he 
would leave the meeting early and give 
an off-the-record interpretation which 
got on the wires and made the head- 
lines ahead of the official reports. 

In an address to the annual meeting 
of the National Association of Manu- 
facturers on Dec. 7, 1945, Mr. Dulles ~ 
urged American loan priorities for 
Great Britain, France, Holland and 
Belgium. ‘“‘It is not,’ he said, “because 
the peoples of the four countries men- 
tioned are more deserving or because 
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their need is greater or because they 
will be grateful. It is because aid ex- 
tended to those areas will contribute the 
most to the healthy environment we 
seek.’’ He went on to imply that this 
“healthy environment’ was an_ aiiti- 
Soviet one. 
Pointing his finger, when he returned 
from London as a member of the United 
States delegation to the Assembly of 
the United Nations he reported on 
March 5, 1946, to a special meeting of 
the Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ in Columbus, Ohie: ‘The Brit- 
ish, for example, feel that their national 
safety is almost as much imperilled to- 
day by Soviet activities in the Mediter- 
ranean and the Near East as it was im- 
perilled when Rommel was knocking at 
the door of Egypt.’ Speaking of the 750 
million colonial people, he told the 
church leaders that “violence is rife and 
the Soviet Union is giving moral, if not 
material, encouragement to that vio- 
lence.” And as an item of encourage- 
_ ment he said: “I see a great deal of hope 
for the world if the American people 
are frankly told that this war put-in 
jeopardy most of the gains which, undet 
the influence of Christianity, had been 
slowly consolidated over nineteen cen- 
turies and that only supreme effort will 
save for us or for any one any appre- 
ciable part of what we call western or 
Christian civilization.” 


Into the Holy Cartel Trap 


From the foregoing we are forced to 
the conclusion that John Foster Dulles, 
in the name of peace and justice, is lead- 
ing the Protestant Churches into a trap. 
He does not rant in the manner of 
Msgr. Fulton J: Sheen, nor use as many 
hate-loaded adjectives as Cardinal Spell- 
man does in his recent article in The 
American Magazine, nor rave about 
rape, murder, pillage and confiscation 
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in Eastern Europe as do the Roman 
Catholic papers, but his measured words 
and acts are going their way—the way 
desired by the Vatican and the cartelists. 

“John Foster Dulles,” says the editor 
of Cardinal Spellman’s organ, The 
Catholic News, in the June 8 number, 
‘is the latest American to vindicate the 
warning of the Catholic Press on the 
aspirations and tacties of Soviet Russia. 

. Mr. Dulles’ analysis of the Soviet 
program and in such a forum as Life 
(with 22,000,000 readers) will, we 
earnestly trust, bring to millions of non- 
Catholic/Americans a realization of the 
dangers the Catholic Press has been 
emphasizing for these many years, and 
which His Eminence Cardinal Spellman 
again records in a searching article in. 
the current issue of the American Maga- 
zine . . . The Stalins are destined in- 
evitably to join the Hitlers and the Mus- 
solinis in the limbo of discredited lead- 
ers, while the Papacy will remain... .” 

There you have it. This trustee of 
Brick Presbyterian Church on New 
York’s Park Avenue, John Foster Dulles, 
is trying to take the cartelized churches 
into the program of the Vatican and the 


cartels, and the people of the United 


States into the camp of those who want 
to make war now upon the Soviet Union. 

When, in the spring of 1946, John 
Foster Dulles was made a director of 
Union Theological Seminary in New 
York City, he was introduced as “the 
Christian statesman whom we all fol- 
low.” That may be true of the comfort- 
able professors and directors of a mil- 
lionaire-endowed seminary, but we have 
greater hope of the moral insight of the 
Protestant people in their numbers. 


Their relative freedom of interpretation, 


prophecy and action provide the Prot- 
estant body with the means of develop- 
ing an antitoxin to the spiritual sickness 
which Mr. Dulles represents. 


UNFINISHED FRANCE 
By STEFAN MOLSKI 


—Another delightful indiscretion bubbled out of the American Embassy. 


oes FOR THE LEFT in France has 
increased in the rural areas while it 
has decreased in the industrial centers. 
This fact became evident in the returns 
on the May 5 referendum, in which the 
proposed. constitution for the Fourth 
Republic was rejected. 

In the industrial centers what little 
food there is finds its way into the black 
market, where the average French work- 
ing class person has to pay 200 francs 
a pound for meat and 140 francs a dozen 
for eggs on an average income of some 
200 to 275 .francs a day. Moreover, a 
child’s dress costs from 2,000 to 3,000 
francs, a boy’s suit 4,000 to 7,000, a 
woman’s dress from 5,000 to 15,000, 
and a man’s shirt 700 francs. The black 
market and the collapse of the rationing 
system have fostered despair and cyni- 
cism among the masses of the people in 
the cities. 

The Right has used this situation to 
discredit the government. But much of 
the blame lies elsewhere. The long years 
of German occupation, when cheating 
the authorities was a patriotic duty, in- 
tensified a tendency on the part of 
Frenchmen to consider putting one over 
on the government rather to one’s credit. 
At the same time, the Germans de- 
stroyed forty-two per cent of France’s 
capital investment (130,000 industrial 
premises were lost)—a hard blow to 
the standard of living. To offset this loss 
as much as possible, the French Left 
(especially the Communists) has been 
advocating increased efficiency and hard- 
er work. In the May Day parade most 
banners featured production slogans. 
French management has opposed this 
effort. In France today most of the ob- 
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jections to increased efficiency, longer 
hours and fewer holidays come from 
management. 

The private owners and managers of 
industry are on a sit-down strike in 
France (as throughout most of the Con- 
tinent). Management knows that if the 
Left can solve the production problem, 
capitalism will die in Europe. So, to the 
extent that circumstances permit, they 
are trying to prevent a solution. 

In spite of such obstruction, the 
French people have managed to increase 
production—shortly before General de 
Gaulle retired from the government the 
combined production index was 41 per 
cent of the 1938 level, shortly before 
the referendum of May 5 it had passed 
80 per cent of the 1938 level (domestic 
coal production actually surpassed the 
pre-war level). But this was not suffi- 
cient to prevent rising prices, nor to do 
away with scarcity. Appeals from the 
Left for greater effort despite less food 
did not always meet with comprehen- 
sion, and many “‘non’s’”’ were cast in the 
referendum in protest. 

In the rural districts, however, the 
food situation is good and prices are 
half to one-tenth, in some instances, of ~ 
those in the cities. The farmer has bene- 
fited from the inflation. Food prices in 
relation to city products are at a pre- 
mium, and the farmer’s chief complaint 
is that there is so little to buy with the 
tush of money reaching him from the ~ 
city. In this situation the Communist 
emphasis on production in the factories 
is to his liking. Nor is he greatly fright- 
ened by the Left’s radical program for 
the banks and trusts. So long as he 
thinks his own property is secure (and 
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on that score he is being reassured con- 
tinuously by both Communists and So- 
cialists) the French farmer holds no 
brief for city banks and trusts. 


Petain and the Pope 


The defeat of the Left-supported con- 
stitution was partly due to the striking 
recovery of the French Right from the 
inhibitions and timidity that paralyzed 
it after the unhappy ending of its mar- 
riage to Petain and its flirtation with the 
Nazis. 

But the real weapon of reaction 
ptoved to be the Roman Catholic hier- 
archy. The Church in France never 
reconciled itself to the separation of 
Church and State, to the loss of the 
privileges and wealth it had under the 
monarchy as the national church. For 
over 150 years it has not accepted the 
Republic as final, though often profess- 
ing its loyalty. It fought the Republic 
overtly or covertly. From Boulangerism 
through the Dreyfus Case the road led 
to. Vichy as inevitably as in a Greek 
tragedy. 

In l’affaire Petain the Church dropped 
its mask to reveal the Vatican’s hatred 
of democratic institutions in stark and 
frightful nakedness. It is only when one 
reaches France that one grasps to what 
extent the Vichy scandal was misrepre- 
sented and subtly oversimplified to the 
American public in order to spare the 
feelings of many sacred cows, of which 
the most sacred to the American press 
is the Roman Catholic Church. 

The story of Vichy is the story of 
Vatican foreign policy during the war. 
Petain was no more nor less a traitor 
than is Pacelli, the present Pope. Either 
both are guilty or neither. That is why 
the State Department was friendly to 
Petain, despite pressure and embarrass- 
ment. 

Petain did not deliberately sell France 
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to the Germans as charged. Petain liked 
the Nazis neither more nor less than the 
Pope. And in fairness, neither liked 
them. But both Petain and the Pope 
tried to use the Nazis for their own 
ends. That of Petain was the destruction 
of democracy in France in order to tre: 
make her on the pattern of the Gothic 
state of St. Thomas Aquinas. That of 
the Pope was the destruction of democ- 
racy in Europe in order to remake it on 


-the pattern of the Gothic universe of 


St. Thomas Aquinas. Each saw the near- 
est approach to their ideal in Franco’s 
Spain and Salazar’s Portugal—Schusch- 
nigg’s Austria having knuckled under to 
Hitler. 

Both Petain and the Pope were sin- 
cere, even altruistic, in their evil designs. 
Both sincerely considered democracy ~ 
foreign to the Latin and Roman Catholic 
spirit. And since to them Roman Cath- 
olicism is synonymous with Christianity 
and Rome is the capital of Christianity 
and of the Western World, each con- 
sidered democracy- foreign to Christian- 
ity and the Western spirit. Armed with 
this conviction, both devoted their lives 
to their respective jobs — both Petain 
and the Pope. 

Knowing well what to expect of Pe- 
tain, the Vatican did not hide its satis- 
faction when he came to power. Every 
Vichy move was directed towards mak- 
ing Petain’s France another Franco 
Spain. The Pope lost no time in lending 
Vichy his full moral and diplomatic sup- 
port. Most of the high French clergy 
followed suit enthusiastically, Cardinal 
Suhard of Paris even going so far as to 
become Laval’s closest friend. 


De Gaulle and MRP Carry On 


The Vatican, however, an old and 
experienced business institution, has a 
firm tradition of never putting all its 
eggs in one basket. While Vatican diplo- 


“macy made prodigious efforts on behalf 
‘of Vichy, the Church simultaneously 
“hedged possible losses by discreetly 
allowing other Catholics to join the 
Resistance. This insurance paid high re- 
turns when, with the allied victory, Gen- 
eral de Gaulle landed in France. The 
Vatican cut its losses and took up with 
De Gaulle after his visit to the Pope. It 
was convinced that although De Gaulle 
was a more difficult person to deal with 


than Petain, he was a sincerely pious 


man and with him the holy business 
would be good, even if at a different 


stand. This different stand turned out 


to be the Mouvement Republicain Popu- 


_laire—a political party that emerged out 


of the Resistance to blend in its new 


“mystique” the fervor of the patriotic 


| 


war of liberation with the revelations of 
St. Thomas Aquinas (the very same 
revelations which poor senile Petain had 
tried to graft upon France with the help 
of the Nazis). 


- But the Vatican’s plans miscarried 


for a time. General de Gaulle did not 


quite make good his reincarnation as a 


male Joan of Arc. Before his retirement 


from the government the MRP had be- 


_ gun to lose its appeal. The tide of abra- 
_cadabra had passed its peak in Europe 


and could not be whipped up in France 
to its former heights. 


Church and Caffery in Politics 


In desperation, the Church shed al- 
most all of its flimsy pretence that it did 
not mix in politics. In its fight against 
the new constitution, which would have 


_ reafirmed the separation of Church and 
_ State in the Fourth Republic even more 


_ decisively than was the case in the Third, 


_the Church goosestepped regiments of 
monks and nuns to the polls while 


priests hurled their transparent innu- 
endos from the pulpits. 
The Vatican did not hide its satisfac- 
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tion at the defeat of the new constitu- 
tion. A dispatch from Vatican City to 
Le Monde told of its joy. 

Another delightful indiscretion bub- 
bled out of the American Embassy. The 
International News Service released a 
story, printed in several Paris dailies, tell- 
ing how gratified Mr. Jefferson Caffery, 
U. §, Ambassador to France, was at the 
outcome of the referendum as a Roman 
Catholic and an intimate friend of Car- 
dinal, Suhard—Laval’s pal. 

Mr. Caffery, according to the story, 
saw the referendum as a check to ““Com- 
munism”’ in France. It is true that the 
Communist party had imprudently com- 
mitted itself too far on the issue, but in 
the same boat-were all the progressive 
forces in France. 

However, there are many things 
which neither the defeat of the constitu- 
tion nor the increased strength of the 
MRP in the June 2 elections have 
changed. Chief among them are the 
basic economic and social pressures 
which brought on the leftward surge. 


Negative “Unity” on the Right 


This last is a fact which every political 
party in France has to take into consid- 
eration. And that is why the parties of 
the Right have been so busy hemming 
and hawing and squaring circles. Al- 
though the Right was victorious in the 
referendum and increased its strength 
by way of the MRP in the June 2 elec- 
tions, its parties’are only in agreement 
on what they do not want. 

The MRP and the Radical Socialists 
were allied on the referendum, but the 
MRP is the Roman Catholic party and 
the Radical Socialists are the official anti- 
clerical party of France. For the past 
sixty years at least, anti-clericalism (op- 
position to permitting the Roman Cath- 
olic Church to mix in politics) has been 
the Rock of Gibraltar of the Radical 
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Socialist party. For some time it has 
been the only radical note left in their 
program, for, although never socialist, 
they had been radical once, before time 
and success gave them sclerosis. They 
cannot give it up because it fas always 
brought them votes in the rural South, 
their stronghold, where the farmers still 
remember the role which the Rgman 
Catholic Church played under feudal- 
ism. 

Nor can the Radical Socialists, who 
are somewhat like the former Wisconsin” 
Progressives, allow themselves the lux- 
ury of an alliance with the Parti Re- 
publicain de la Liberte which is a French 
equivalent of the old American Liberty 
League. The “Hautes Finances’’ are no 
more popular in the rural French South 
than is Wall Street in the rural Ameri- 
can Midwest. 

The Roman Catholic Mouvement Re- 
publicain Populaire is in an even worse 
dilemma. In the wake of economic retro- 
gression, which in some of its aspects 
ranks with the Middle Ages, a wave of 
mystic introversion has swept Europe. It 
stems from insecurity and suffering, be- 
yond endurance, and is particularly evi- 
dent among the middle classes who are 
tapidly being submerged into the prole- 
tariat whom they despise. In this im- 
placable process, the individual is caught 
in a vise where his personal helplessness 
appears to him more unbearable daily. 
In a futile attempt at escape from reality 
and himself he soon foins the growing 
army of those who find shelter in a pas- 
sive mysticism and neurosis. It is from 
this army of the bedevilled and the de- 
classed that the votes of the MRP come. 


What Is the MRP? 


Much has been written about the 
MRP and its own propaganda is vol- 
uminous. Yet, after plowing through it 
all, one comes to the conclusion that the 
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MRP has no program —- or, rather, n 
program it proposes to tell in public. Its” 
numerous big and little books and pam-— 
phlets are a maze of big words and even | 
bigger contradictions, platitudes and 
cliches, high school economics and colo-— 
nial imperialism, sweetened with lofty 
principles with which none may quarrel. 
When peeled of its verbiage, all of it 
can be compressed into a single sen- 
tence: The MRP proposes to push mod- 
ern society back to the guild society of 
the towns of the Middle Ages when the 
universe was considered to be static, evo- 
lution a mortal sin and the Roman Cath-) 
olic Church the supreme moral arbiter. 
It is easy to see why French big busi- 
ness lost little time in waking up to the 
bonanza which a party of the confused 
and declassed with such a program pre- 
sented to them. They saw in it Petain’s 
France, their France, miraculously resur- 
rected by the very Resistance they had 
hated so much. The MRP has become 
the front and the hope of probably the | 
most intelligent of the Vichyites. The 
men who pull the party wires behind 
the scenes are Baron de Nervo of the 
“Comite des Forges,’ Maxim Renaudier 
of “Credit Industriel,’ and Edmond 
Hanotin of “Credit Lyonnais.” Still 
deeper in the background is the banking 
house of Mirabaux, famous for its in- 
vestments and influence in the French 
colonial empire. And still further back 
seem to loom the outlines of the 
“Mouvement Synarchique,” the mystert: | 
ous cabal which. played so conspicuous 
a part in the fall of France. All these | 
wolves, of course, keep strictly hidder) 
under the altar, for fear of scaring off 
the little sheep that gather to share in 
the social paradise promised in the 
party's “radical Christian’’ program. 
Because of this situation, the MRF 
can ill afford to be seen in public with 
the PRL (Parti Republicain de la Lib- 


erte), the unabashed party of big busi- 
ness, lest it offend its neurotic declassed 
who hate big business as passionately as 
they hate America (which to them is 
the synonym for impersonal efficiency, 


standardization, vulgarity, cultural de- © 


generation and Protestantism). 

Thus the MRP has to swing perpetu- 
ally to and fro between its covert con- 
servatism and its professed radicalism to 
avoid a coming to rest which would test 
its real intentions. 


The Necessity of the Left 


That is the situation on the Right. As 
for the other side, it is not yet clear 
whether the Left will rise to the test of 
the hour and find greater unity in the 
face of the intensified efforts to split it 
apart. 

The rank and file of the progressive 
forces demand labor unity, but their 
leaders fumble and falter. After the 
referendum, Franc-Tireur, an independ- 
ent daily with the largest circulation in 
Paris, began a brilliant series of articles 
on why it is a matter of life or death to 
French democracy for the Communists 
and Socialists to forget their differences 
and unite more than ever. This call was 
echoed by the Youth Organization of 
the Socialist party in as forceful and un- 
compromising a statement as could be 
desired. At the last Socialist party mass 
convention, Leon Blum, whose ambition 
now seems to be to rend the Socialists 
from the.Communists, was repeatedly 
booed and rebuked and finally forced 
out of the party’s active leadership be- 
cause of his disruptive efforts. The com- 
bined efforts of the party's big wigs 
saved him from further humiliation and 
saw to it that he was kicked upstairs to 
become a sort of elder statesman for 
special assignments, such as his trip to 
Washington where ‘his phobias are 
highly appreciated. 
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At the post-referendum mass meeting 
of the Communist party the same climate 
prevailed. While Thorez could not de- 
sist from taking a few pokes at the So- 
cialist old guard (some of their attacks 
on him vie in demagogy with Goeb- 
bels), the over all tenor was for a 
stronger bond between the two factions 
and for labor unity regardless of party — 
affiliation. 


But while the Socialist rank and file 
are conscious that they and the Com- 
munists must stand together or hang 
separately, the Socialist party leadership 
hates and fears the Communists almost 
more than Fascists. Leon Blum’s hate 
amounts to a phobia and that of Daniel 
Mayers, the party’s secretary, follows 
closely in its intensity. M. Gouin, pre- 
mier in the coalition government prior 
to June 2, is more circumspect but never 
fails to give Communists a kick under 
the table when an occasion offers. Other 
fat cats follow suit. 

The Communist leadership has more 
self-restraint, but unfortunately are often 
as tactless as only Communists can be. 

If the parties of the Left fall out, any- 
thing may happen in France, even a 
Rightist coup. It is no secret that Gen. 
de Gaulle nourishes in sulking silence a 
deep ambition for a come back. Nor is 
there any doubt that in such an event 
he would be feted as a savior by the 
faithful of the MRP and even the sour- 
est of the Vichyites. Since French labor 
would certainly resist a Rightist coup 
with arms, France, like Poland, might 
become an international cockpit for rival 
power politics. But if the labor parties 
stay united, they may strike it rich. For, 
with a good harvest this autumn and 
the wheels of industry gaining speed, 
the people would undoubtedly gain con- 
fidence and prefer them at the steering 
wheel. 


AMERICAN INTERVENTION IN BULGARIA 


By ALEXANDER RIZOV 


—The American representative in Bulgaria exerts all his power and 
influence to stifle the democratic forces and turn the clock back. 


//7T Is NOT in our tradition to defend 

the dead hand of reaction or the — 
tyranny of privilege. We did not fight 
against the Nazis and Fascists who 
turned back the clock of civilization in 
order that we might stop the clock of 
progress.” These noble words were ut- 
tered by Secretary of State James Byrnes 
on February 28 at the annual banquet of 
the Overseas Press Club of America. 

How far are these lofty principles 
translated into practice? 

The case of Bulgaria is a typical il- 
lustration of how American foreign 
policy actually operates. 

Bulgaria is commonly described as 
falling within the Soviet sphere of in- 
fluence. It is even sometimes alleged that 
her Government is dominated by the 
Kremlin and that her people have mere- 
ly exchanged the Nazi yoke for a Com- 
munist yoke. But whatever may be Soviet 
methods in other countries, Moscow 
would be downright foolish to exert any 
coercion on Bulgaria. She does not need 
to, for the Bulgarian people consider the 
Russians not as foreign oppressors but 
as their big brothers and liberators. No 
other people are as close to the Russian 
racially, linguistically, culturally and 
emotionally as the Bulgarian. On two 
occasions Russia liberated Bulgaria from 
a foreign yoke, in 1878 from the Turks 
and in 1944 from the Nazis. Hence it 
follows that no democratically-elected 
representative Bulgarian government 
could possibly adopt an anti-Soviet pol- 
icy, for it would thereby automatically 
negate the very desires and aspirations 
of the people. 

These elementary facts are certainly 


no secret to the State Department. Here 
then was an excellent opportunity for 
American diplomacy to show that it 
really meant what it said, to implement 
by concrete action the principles of the 
Atlantic Charter, of Teheran and Yalta, 
“to be marked,” as Byrnes said in his 
above-quoted speech, “by creative ideas, 
constructive proposals, practical and for- 
ward-looking suggestions.” Bulgaria 
could have become a fine example of 
American-Soviet comradeship-in-peace, 
for next to the Russians it is the Amer- 
icans who enjoyed the greatest popu- 
larity in that Balkan nation. 

In spite of a three and a half years’ 
association with the Axis, Bulgaria’s war 
record reflects the strong anti-fascist 
sentiments of her people. Although con- 
stantly prodded by Hitler, her former 
pro-fascist rulers did not dare involve 
the nation in active warfare, preferring 
the safer role of policing the Balkans. 
After the democratic coup of September 
9, 1944, her army helped liberate the 
Balkans from the Nazis and fought them 
in Hungary and Austria. 

Thus, from a military point of view, 
Bulgaria’s balance sheet was distinctly 
favorable and would seem to entitle her 
to special consideration. This is exactly 
the position taken by the Soviet Union 
which, among the Big Three, was most 
directly affected by Bulgaria’s temporary 
alliance with Hitler. In contrast to her 
attitude toward other ex-satellites, Russia 
demanded no reparations from Bulgaria. 


Bulgaria Bad, Greece Good?’ 


America adopted a diametrically op- 
posed course. Whereas those countries 
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auch actually fought against the Allies 
—Italy, Hungary, Rumania, Finland and 
even Austria—are today officially rec- 
ognized by the United States, Bulgaria 
is still treated like a pariah in Washing- 
ton. The fact that the American diplo- 
matic welcome mat seems to be out only 
to those nations which participated in 
the military campaign against the Soviet 
Union has moved a prominent Bulgarian 
to observe sardonically that the price of 
U. S. recognition seemed to be the shed- 
ding of Russian blood. 


The official explanation given for this 
strange attitude is that Bulgaria does not 
have a representative government. What 
are the facts? On November 18, 1945, 
almost 314 million Bulgarians (half the 
total population and 88 per cent of the 
voters) cast their ballots for the Father- 
land Front; on March 31, 1946, less 
than 600,000 Greek votes sufficed to 
put the reactionary Populist Party in 
power in a country which has about the 
same population. The fairness of the 
Bulgarian elections was not even dis- 
puted by so critical an observer as R. H. 
Markham, correspondent of the Chris- 
tian Science Monitor, while the Greek 
elections were boycotted by over half 
the population and were held under con- 
ditions which made them a farce (a gag 
said that the dead voted while the living 
abstained). Yet, according to U. S. of- 
ficials, Bulgaria’s Government is ‘‘un- 
representative,” while the Greek elec- 
tions represent “‘a true and valid verdict 
of the Greek people.” 

Af first glance there would seem to 
be an apparent contradiction, a flagrant 
application of a double standard. Yet, at 
bottom, there is a real consistency of 
policy. In Greece, which is an outpost 
of the British empire, “the dead hand 
of reaction” prevailed; in Bulgaria, 
which is pro-Soviet, the forward-looking 
forces have emerged triumphant. Amer- 
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ican diplomacy proved consistent, for in 
both cases it cast its weight, not on the 
side of progress and democracy, but on 
the side of “reaction and privilege.” 


' When Byrnes, a product of poll-tax 
South Carolina, adopts a Holier Than 
Thou attitude and gives Bulgaria lec- 
tures on democracy, it may seem amus- 
ing, although Bulgarians do not feel so 
humorous about it. But when it is re- 
vealed that the U. S. political represent- 
ative in Bulgaria exerts all his power 
and influence to stifle the democratic 
forces of that country and to turn the 
clock back, then Byrnes’ observation as- 
sumes a more sinister significance. It be- 
comes clear that Bulgaria is chastized — 
for being too anti-fascist, for making a 
clean break with the past which landed 
her on tye consecutive occasions in the 
German camp. 


Mr. Barnes Runs Interference 


Byrnes’ two main channels of infor- 
mation on Bulgaria are his top man in 
Sofia, Maynard Barnes, and the head of 
the Bulgarian desk in the State Depart- 
ment, Walworth Barbour. Both have 
served in a diplomatic capacity in Bul- 
garia before the war, when that country 
was under the rule of the Coburgs and 
their acolytes. Barbour’s chief at that 
time, incidentally, was none other than 
George H. Earle who on March 23 
shocked his countrymen by advocating 
an immediate atom bomb war against 
the Soviet Union. Barnes and Barbour 
both owe their reputation as “Bulgarian 
experts’ to their contacts with the for- 
mer Bulgarian upper class; their knowl- 
edge of the people is practically nil, 
since they were separated by a language 
barrier and never really mixed with 
them. 


Barnes could not possibly go to Bul- 
garia with an open mind; his sympathies 
and antipathies were preconditioned by 
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his previous stay there. From the very 
outset he adopted an inimical attitude 
toward the Fatherland Front. He sought 
out his friends from prewar days, men 
like Mushanov, Gitchev and Burov (a 
Bulgarian nabob) who had beth “His 
Majesty's loyal opposition,” and tried to 
bolster their waning political fortunes 
by proclaiming them as true democrats. 
However, the Bulgarian people clamped 
down on these ‘“‘democrats’” and con- 
victed them for their past political sins. 
Barnes was smart enough to realize that 
they were completely discredited and 
had no serious political following in the 
country. 

He thereupon switched his support to 
an Agrarian politician, Dr. George 
Dimitrov (not to be confused with the 
hero of the Leipsig trial), who during 
the war had been a British agent and 
had concocted various schemes with 
General Mikhailovitch and the Polish 
reactionaries in London. Bulgarians, re- 
membering his past setvices and igno- 
rant of his war-time role, gave Dimitrov 
a cordial welcome. But when, soon after 
his return, Dimitrov engaged in in- 
trigues aimed at splitting the Fatherland 


Front, the people turned away from him;. 


upon learning of his war activities they 
condemned him outright. Dimitrov, 
fancying himself to be in personal dan- 
ger, fled immediately to British head- 
quarters in Sofia, but his erstwhile pro- 
tectors turned him back and slyly sug- 
gested he seek sanctuary in the home of 
Mr. Barnes. The latter was only too 
- willing to oblige. As a result, an inter- 
national scandal was created which set 
back Bulgarian hopes of an early U. S. 
recognition. Dimitrov was subsequently 
escorted by Barnes in a plane to Italy, 
and is naw living in Washington. (On 
May 30 the N. Y. T7mes erroneously re- 
ported that he had returned to Bulgaria 
to face trial). 
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But even Dimitrov proved too insig- | 


nificant an instrument to fight the Fa- 


therland Front which combined the four 
strongest and most anti-fascist parties— ~ 


the Zveno republicans, the Agrarians, 
the Communists and Social Democrats, 


later joined by the Radicals (a Bulgarian : 


variety of Herriot’s Radical Party in 


France). The Bulgarian people rejected _ 


all other political groups. They gave 
their whole-hearted support to a Gov- 
ernment which in a short time had car- 
ried through basic democratic reforms, 


restored constitutional liberties (which — 


ever since the 1923 fascist coup had been 5 


a dead letter), established equality of © 
sexes, distributed a million acres among © 
the peasants, forestalled inflation and ~ 


punished the traitors. Even the Church, 


which in many countries has played a : 


somewhat dubious role, was in Bulgaria ~ 


firmly behind the people’s regime. 


Barnes Goes Boring Within 


Mr. Barnes, who evidently cannot | 
stomach the fact that Communists should’ — 
play an important role in the Govern- “ 
ment while his friends are condemned to — 
political insignificance, resolved to re-— 


sort to more fruitful methods. Since no 


force outside the Fatherland Front could © 
“demo- | 
the obvious course — 


be built up into a respectable 
cratic opposition,” 
was to try to bore from within and split 
up the Fatherland Front. 


Seizing upon frictions and differences 


which exist in any coalition, Barnes suc- 
ceeded in weaning away Nikola Petkov, 
one of the foremost Agrarian leaders. 
Mr. Petkov is no fighter by tempera- 
ment; although he played a creditable 
role during the war years, he stands—by 


virtue of his family status, upbringing | 


and past connections—much closer to 
the former upper classes than to the 
peasant masses which he claims to rep- 
resent. 


Leadership in the Agrarian 


Union was thrust upon him in recogni- 
tion for the eminent services rendered 
by his brother Petko who was a fiery 
anti-fascist orator and who, at the early 
age of thisty-two, fell victim to the 
White terror in 1924. 

Inflated by generous promises of full 
American support, Petkov decided that 
it would be preferable to rule alone 
rather than in a coalition. Objectively 
there seemed some basis for his political 
optimism, inasmuch as the Agrarian 
Union is numerically the strongest party. 
However, in the Fatherland Front co- 
alition it is treated on a par with the 
Communist Party which, as is generally 
recognized, carried the main burden of 
the partisan struggle, made the greatest 
sacrifices and was most instrumental in 
overthrowing the old regime. Petkov 
demanded, besides the Ministry of Jus- 
tice, the post of the Interior which the 
Communists are not willing to. relin- 
quish so long as there ‘is any trace of fas- 
cism left in the country. He further in- 
sisted, against the wishes of other Agra- 
rian leaders, that the four coalition par- 
ties appear separately on the electoral 
ballot. 


Prodded by Mr. Barnes, this purely 
internal struggle broke out into the open 
last June and resulted in a split of the 
Agrarian Union. Under Anglo-Ameri- 
can pressure, elections set for August 
had to be postponed. At first Petkov pro- 
claimed that he still considered himself 
_ part of the Fatherland Front and that no 
other group could rule Bulgaria. But as 
the struggle intensified, he broke fur- 
ther away and is today the leader of the 
entire Bulgarian opposition, which in- 
cludes a dissident fraction of the small 
Social Democrat Party. The discredited 
Gitchev has joined-Petkov’s Party, and 
the most disreputable elements — the 
politically bankrupt, former fascists and 
reactionaries whose only hope is an 
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American-Soviet war—have flocked to 
his ranks. By the very logic of political 
developments, Petkov has today become 
the mouthpiece of Bulgaria’s reaction. 
His Party organ, the Narodno Zemedel- 
sko Zname, popularly known as the 
Green Banner (Zname), is full of in- 
vective. So much so that Mark Ethridge, 
publisher of the Louisville Courier Jour- 
nal, who officially visited Bulgaria last 
fall, called it: “vicious and slashing in 
its opposition.” Incidentally, Petkov’s 
license and Ethridge’s criticism together 
comprise a neglected:nod to Bulgarian 
freedom of the press. But license to 


criticize is a poor substitute for a con- | 


structive alternative to the Govern- 
ment’s present program and_ policies. 


Petkov in unable to offer any positive” 


program of his own. 


U. S. Support Makes Petkov Tough 


The Moscow Big Three conference 
last December acted on the Bulgarian 
problem. The agreement visualized the 
selection of ‘two representatives of 
other democratic groups who (a) are 
truly representative of the groups of 
parties which are not participating in 
the Government, and (b) are really 
suitable and will work loyally with the 
Government.”” At Moscow the. Soviet 
Union maintained that the existing 
Georgiev Government was democratic 
and representative, but in a spirit of 
concession it was willing to go along 
with the Anglo-American combination. 
Vishinsky made that point quite clear 
in Sofia, when he stated that ‘“The Unit- 
ed States and Britain wanted the two 
representatives of the opposition.” 

The Soviet Union, asked by the Big 


Three in Moscow to give “friendly ad- — 


vice’ to Bulgaria, dispatched Vishinsky 
to Sofia. Vishinsky got nowhere with 
Petkov who constantly invoked the 
names of Bevin and Byrnes. In a hec- 


\ 
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tic exchange of words Vishinsky ex- 
claimed: “Who are you to oppose the 
decisions of the Three Powers?” How- 
ever, his parting words were: “My mis- 
sion here has been fruitless.’’ The.iin- 
passe seemed only logical in the light 
of the fact that Petkov had reason to be- 
lieve that he had the secret backing of 
the Anglo-American combination and 
could get more by waiting. 

Two months later, in March, the 
deadlock still existed and the incumbent 
Georgiev Government, in an effort to 
reach an understanding, resigned in 
body. Its purpose was to permit the 
Regents to reconstruct the Government 
in accordance with the desires of the 
Big Three, The Communists expressed 
their readiness to yield one of the two 
disputed Ministries, that of Justice. But 
even this would not appease Petkov. He 


started following a now historic pattern: - 


as he seemed more desirable (since he 
was the man of Bevin and Byrnes), his 
conditions for entry into the Govern- 
ment became more exorbitant. As early 
as February he had disclosed his ace in 
the whole — Anglo-American interven- 
tion — and the record shows it in the 
form of a Memorandum which he sub- 
mitted to the Head of the Allied Con- 
trol Commission. Petkov, playing his 
delaying game, stood only to profit from 
Byrnes’ springtime protest to the Bul- 


June-Jly 


garian Government that it had not 
abided by the Moscow decisions. 

In all this Mr. Byrnes’ Mr. Barnes fe- 
mains the guiding genius. The Bul- 
garian people have finally caught on to 
the game and are now fully aware of 
what is going on. The newspaper Rabot- 
nichesko Delo described Barnes’ role in 
the following terms: ‘This foreign dip- 
lomat acts less as a purveyor of his coun- 
try’s policy than an earnest adviser of 
our opposition. This diplomat’s advice 
obviously contributed to a great extent 
to frustrate the application of the Mos- 
cow Conference of Foreign Ministers’ 
decision concerning Bulgaria.” 

Even though the Bulgarian people 
know what the score is, they seem hope- 
lessly caught in a vicious circle. The 
United States incites the opposition ‘to 
make demands which no self-respecting 
government can possibly accept. It then 
uses the resulting deadlock as the pre-_ 
text for non-recognition. Meanwhile no 
final peace settlement can be made, be- 
cause the Potsdam Agreement precludes 
the signing of peace treaties with coun- 
tries whose governments are not recog- 
nized by the Big Three. 

_All these convolutions have left the 
Bulgarian people in a quandary. Their 
growing disillusionment reflects no 
credit on America and its foreign policy. 


QUEBEC LEGISLATURE CAUGHT ON QUICKLY 


MONTREAL, MARCH 26:—"One of the main reasons why the Catholic 
Church is respected by enlightened people ts that it minds its own business 
and lets statesmen look after their own affairs without interference,” Rev. 
Joseph Ledit, S.]., an expert on international relations, told members of 
the Cercle Universitaire today. Father Ledit spoke on mutual relations 
between the Church and States, and stressed that “now is the opportune 
time for Canada to establish diplomatic relations with the Vatican.” 
QUEBEC, APRIL 9.—A motion advocating establishment of a Canadian 
Embassy at the Vatican received unanimous approval in the Quebec Legis- 
lative Assembly tonight, and it was decided to send a copy of the motion 
to Prime Minister Mackenzie King. (Canadian Press) 


HOLY WAR ON SOCIALISM? 
By HARRY F. WARD 


—Once again the weak, the despised, those accounted foolish, have put 
to shame the wise and the strong. Once again those who had neither 
rights nor rank have brought to naught the mighty. And all this was 
done where Europe and Asia meet, so the impact of it moves both East- 
ward and Westward. Those who believe in the providential guidance of 
history may well ponder this happening. 


A NEW PERIOD in the history of man- 
kind has begun. The first socialist 
society has survived a major attempt to 
destroy it. The socialist era is on its way. 
Thus the leaders of organized religion 
ate faced with a destiny-shaping deci- 
sion like that which confronted their 
forefathers when capitalist society ap- 
_ peared at the end of the feudal era. It is 
no longer sufficient for them to discuss 
the challenge of socialism as ideal and 
theory. The theory has suddenly become 
very concrete, the ideal has taken shape 
in powerful fact. Those who stand in 
pulpits and before altars, who gather in 
solemn assemblies, are now faced with a 
reality which cannot be ignored and re- 
fuses to be evaded. They have to choose 
whom their forces will serve, they have 
to decide whether to bless or to ban the 
new order; or to take the pose of a trans- 
cendental neutrality which actually gives 
aid to the forces of reaction who seek to. 
destroy the life of the new order. 
World War II has made it certain 
that socialist society, which World War 
I brought into being in an unexpected 
place, is here to stay. The achievements 
of the Red Army, the war production of 
the Soviet peoples are a world-changing 
fact. Few are the economists (besides 
those our economic royalists hire, exact- 
ly as ancient kings maintained a retinue 
of false prophets to tell them what they 
want to hear and what they want the 
people to believe) who will now at- 


tempt to deny that a socialist economy 
can work. And their propaganda is los- 
ing its capacity to deceive. Socialist so- 
ciety has demonstrated its power for all 
the world to see. 

Once again the weak, the despised, 
those accounted foolish, have put to 
shame the wise and the strong. Once 
again those who had neither rights nor 
rank have brought to naught the mighty. 
And all this was done where Europe 
and Asia meet, so the impact of it moves — 
both Eastward and Westward. Those — 
who believe in the providential guidance 
of history may well ponder this happen- 
ing. Today marching millions, the world 


around, seeking the day of deliverance 


from oppression, poverty and ignorance, 
are taking the road that leads to socialist 
society. 


’ More Men Will Seek Socialism 


After capitalist democracy was ush- 
ered in by England, capitalist society 
went around the world because it of-- 
fered economic expansion, wider cul- 
ture, more freedom. The pattern was 
different in each nation, the basic prin- 
ciples and general methods the same. 
Socialist society will follow the same 
general course because it offers a higher 
productive capacity, universal cultural 
development, more equality. The Baltic 
Soviets with their economy only partly 
socialized, the coalition governments in 


Europe that are trying to set up demo- 
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cratic state capitalism, the Chinese Reds 
with their New Democracy program, 
ate demonstrating that each nation will 
find its own road to socialist democracy 
according to its historic background*wnd 
stage of development. 

No matter how many interruptions, 
nor how long it takes, this procedure is 
certain because there is no other way for 
life to move, if it is to advance. And 
while the chart of mankind’s journey 
across the centuries shows plenty of 
backward turns it also shows that the 
over all course is forward. That is one 
reason why the fascists, who tried to 
take life back into the past, could never 
conquer the world. That is why those 
among us who think they can maintain 
their power and extend their exploita- 
tion by atomic diplomacy are doomed to 
final failure. All these people are the 
outward manifestations of the inner de- 
cay of capitalist society. And decay is 
never the last word for either the body 
or the spirit of man. Religious leaders 
are supposed to know that, and so to 
read the signs of the times. 

Take an airplane view of the course 
of human life upon this planet! First 
tribal, then feudal, then capitalist so- 
ciety. For each of them a different eco- 
nomic base: first fishing and hunting, 
flocks and herds; then agriculture and 
handicrafts; then commerce and machine 
_ industry. To each the form of govern- 
ment adapted to the economy: first gov- 
ernment by patriarch and elders; then 
by king and emperor; then by the 
people. With each stage more inter- 
change of knowledge and experience, 
more control of the forces of nature, a 
wider spread of culture, and higher 
standards of conduct. 

This general line of advance cannot 
stop with capitalist democracy. The in- 
creasing rebellion within the capitalist 
world and its colonial possessions 
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against its removable poverty and igno- 
rance, its economic crises and mass un- 
employment, its fascist repressions, its 
imperialism and wars, reveal the cease- 
less striving of the human spirit for a 


higher form of existence. Socialist theory . | q 


declares that the next step upward is to 
be accomplished by abolishing the ex- 
ploitation, and thereby eliminating the 
class divisions, that capitalism took over 
from feudalism and increased; and by 
substituting for the blind struggle for 
profit as the director of social advance 
the collective control of the economy. 
for chosen social ends. ~The economic, 
cultural and ethical gains achieved in 
the multi-national, polyglot, socialist 
Soviet Union, most of whose people 
were at the feudal tribal levels of social 
history, when compared with the status 
of similar neighboring peoples under a 
mixed feudal and capitalist economy, are 
sufficient evidence that socialist society 
offers the way to further extend the 
gains the capitalist period has brought 
to mankind. 


Can Advance Avoid Atomic War? 


But this advance is not a simple proc- 
ess of extension. There is a law of action 
and reaction operating also in the social 
process. When a new social order ap- 
pears all those who stand to lose priy- 
ilege and power, and all those unable to 
break away from the existing order, join 
to resist the advance. Every transition 
from one form of society to-another has 
been a period of wars. So already in the 
days of our years those of us who have 
seen the new order forming in the 
womb of the old, then come to birth 
and pass through the stresses and strains 
of adolescence in a great federation of 
peoples covering one sixth of the earth’s 
surface, have also had to pass through 
the two greatest wars in history and now 


face the threat of the atomic war. So the 
most far reaching social advance in the 
history of the human race is accompa- 

nied by the menace of the greatest dis- 
aster. 

This catastrophe cannot be escaped 
unless, for the first time in history, the 
transition from one form of society to 
another can be sufficiently controlled. 
Underneath all the disputes with the 
Soviet Union, behind all our talk of war 
and experimental preparation for it, is 
the clash of historic forces that have 
been accumulating for centuries. The 
possibility of avoiding a disastrous col- 
lision between them lies in the fact that 
today there is some knowledge of what 
is happening and a desire on both sides 
to prevent Armageddon. This is regis- 
tered in the common talk about differ- 
ing ideologies and economies being able 
to live together in the same world. But 
unless the means to make this possible 
are worked out the words are as futile 
as the incantations of medicine men. 


U. S$. Leaders Head for Trouble 


A possible way of adjustment was be- 
ing opened up during the war in the 
joint economic undertakings of the Al- 
lies and in the proposals for post-war 
efforts to give economic security and de- 
velopment to all peoples. This strategy 
envisaged a period of democratic state 
capitalism for the non-socialist part of 
the world which would check imperial- 
ism abroad and monopoly at home. 
While this could not repeal the laws of 
motion that move the capitalist economy 
toward crisis it might brake them 
enough to prevent the emergence of 
more fascism and war, and so give the 
democratic forces time to develop 
strength enough for further advance. 

But this program is now being 
scrapped by a resolute coalition of our 
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nationalist, monopolist, imperialist forces — 
which has taken point after point in 
Congress, in our Military Government, 
and in the State Department, thereby 
nullifying the democratically expressed — 
will of the people. So we are changing 
our course from the Century of the 
Common Man to the American Century, 
from using the economic power we have 
gained in the war for collective security 
and democratic development the world 
around to imperialist expansion. This 
change of course is unrecognized in the 
reports and speeches of our UN dele- 
gates, which are saturated with moral 
platitudes and dripping with national 
self righteousness. They utterly ignore 
the ugly realities of oil and basic min- 
erals, of corporations and banks glutted 
with war profits and seeking fields of 
investment. 

The basic fact behind our unilateral 
policy in the Eastern Pacific, including 
the fortification of bases before the trus- 
teeship council or the peace conference 
meets, and our attitudes and actions in. 
China, is that our vested interests have 
marked out this zone for their economic 
expansion. Thus, instead of using our 
influence and power to propose inter- _ 
national controls at the points where the 
British empire route and British invest- 
ments threaten Soviet security in the 
Mediterranean and the Middle East, we 
add a similar menace along five thou-. 
sand miles of the Soviet eastern frontier, 
and another barrier to the democratic 
hopes and aspirations of the peoples of 
Asia. It is true that there is no occasion 
for conflict between the peoples of the 
USA and the USSR only as long as each 
continues to develop its present imper- 
fect democracy. That way their courses 
can meet in joint effort for world secu- 
rity. But if our economic power is to be 
used for imperialist expansion it also 
has, by the social law of action and re- 
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action, to be used for preventing the 
democratic advance toward capitalist 
society. 


Diplomacy at Dies-Rankin Level 


We have already gone far enough on 
this path to cause the conservative Wal- 
ter Lippman to rebuke our government 
for “going to bed with fasists every- 
where,”’ and to lead all the diehard feu- 
dalists and imperialists the world over to 
look for the day when we will lead the 
atomic assault on the Soviet Union 
which they hope will end democracy in 
their time. The latest declaration of pol- 
icy by the Secretary of State takes us fur- 
ther on that road to disaster. He com- 
mits us to the stopping of a new type of 
aggression. 

We are now to Sieve aggression 
“by the subterfuge of political infiltra- 
tion.” This is diplomacy reduced to the 
level of the Dies-Rankin Committees 
and Edgar Hoover. Under this defini- 
tion every move of any people on the 
Soviet borders toward democratic state 
capitalism can be, as it already has been 
by many of our diplomats and military 
occupation officers, branded as commu- 
nism and ascribed to Soviet plots. The 
positive counterpart of this anti-demo- 
ctatic policy is the dictatorial insistence, 
under the guise of an absolutist concept 
of democracy, that representatives of the 
feudal landlords and industrialists who 
supported and collaborated with the 
Nazis be put into coalition governments. 
These are the people by whom so many 
of our diplomats are royally entertained 
arid with whom their business friends 
and in some cases partners have done, 
and hope to do, profitable business. But 
they are also the people the peasants, the 
workers and the democratic intellectuals 
are now determined to throw off their 
backs. To do this they have to get an 
economy which will work differently 
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than the one which brought their ex- 


ploiters to power. 


Vatican for War on Socialism 


Thus the American people are faced 
with an historic decision. Is their power 
to be used in the effort to halt demo- 
cratic advance into socialist society? 
What part then is their religion playing 
in this day of destiny? Are our church 
leaders showing ‘their followers the 
course their principles require them to 
take? 

Only the Roman Catholics have a def- 
inite answer to that question in the of- 
ficial utterances of their church. The 
theme of the Christmas address of the 
Pope to the world was that socialism is 
the enemy. The corporate society which 
is the goal of Vatican policy is the oppo- 
site to a dynamic, growing, socialist so- 
ciety. There is undying conflict between 
the attempt of an imperialist ecclesiasti- 
cism to perpetuate the hierarchical fixed 
status of mediaeval times in the indus- 
trial age on one hand, and the world 
wide effort to. develop equalitarian de- 
mocracy on the other. Consequently the 
increasing number of Catholics whose 
political, economic and social views are 
determined not by an aristocratic phi- 
losophy of pagan origin but by the dy- 
namic of the social ethic developed in the 
Biblical record will get spiritual support 
from only the minority in the priest- 
hood, and the exceptional individuals in 
the hierarchy, who are more human and 
Jesus-like than ecclesiastical. From the 
ruling hierarchy they may expect, as the 
issue moves into crisis, the same treat- 
ment that the Basque Catholics received. 

It is increasingly clear that the basic 
cause of conflict between the Vatican 
and the Soviet Union is the underlying 
antagonism between ecclesiastical im- 
perialism and socialist society. The orig- 
inal dispute was not over freedom of 
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worship, it was the question of accept- 
ing and obeying the socialist law on 
property. This was covered up by prop- 
aganda stories of atrocities against priests 
and the call to a crusade against godless 
Bolshevism. The fruits of this are now 
being gathered in the present anti-Soviet 
hysteria. The Pope talks peace but Vati- 
can policy promotes war. So much so 
that the vigilant President of the Federal 
Council of Churches felt it necessary to 
proclaim that Protestants would not fol- 
low the call to a Holy War. The danger 
is that religious imperialism may now 
use our economic imperialism to advance 
its ends regardless of the cost to this 
generation, as it did for a time use Mus- 
solini and Hitler. - 

Although the Protestant and Jewish 
faiths are supplying their quota to the 
advocates of war against the Soviet 
Union, these persons go against the of- 
ficial position of their religion. In con- 
trast, the Roman Catholic Christian 
Fronters, and their more intellectual 
comrades, are carrying Vatican policy to 
its practical conclusion. That policy must 
be put down as one of the most power- 
ful of the forces that are pushing the 
transition between capitalist and socialist 
society into the arena of war. To the 
moral camouflage which is being put 
around our economic imperialism, most- 
ly by Protestant politicians, the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy is adding the conceal- 
ment of a spiritual sanction. 

The Pope’s Consistory address, di- 
rected against imperialism in general 
terms, was described by him as supple- 
mentary to his Christmas speech. But its 
main purpose was seen by the diplomat 
who remarked: “This is a world wide 
mobilization against communism.” It 
was also made clear by the new Amer- 
ican Cardinal Stritch who warned against 
the “bogus democracy of our time which, 
in its substance, is a crushing tyrannical 
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imperialism” and described us as the 
champion protagonist before the nations 
of genuine democracy. It is clear that the 
Vatican wants more of us than to save 
Ruthenian and Polish Catholics from 
being forced into the Orthodox Church, 
whose official spokesman says that this 
has never been attempted nor contem- 
plated. What the Vatican is after is the 
joining of its ecclesiastical imperialism 
and our economic imperialism, to pre- 
vent the growth of the socialist democ- 
racy which would in due time end all 
imperialisms, territorial and economic, 
sacred and secular. Whether this can be 
done without the atomic war and the 
long period of desolation and darkness 
that must follow it depends in large 
measure upon how many Catholics there 
are in this country who will follow the 
coutse of expanding democracy instead 
of Vatican directions. 


Protestants and Jews Uncertain 


For Protestants and Jews the situation 
is reversed. They are not faced with of- 
ficial opposition to the coming of social- 
ist society but with official failure to de- 
velop the common heritage which gives 
their religions a democratic structure 
and nature and should therefore put 
them on the side of democratic advance. 
For them the doing of God’s will on 
earth means not the universal dominion 
of any religious imperialism but that jus- 
tice and righteousness may fill the earth, 
brotherhood become universal and peace 
established the world around. These are 
the goals for human living set forth in 
the Hebrew social law and in the utter- 
ances of the great prophets which Jesus 
and his disciples ever since have sought 
to fulfill. These are not intellectual ab- 
stractions but dynamic principles 
wrought out by religious leaders of the 
Hebrew people in their successive strug- 
gles against imperialism and class ex- 
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ploitation. They are not static goals but 
dynamic expressions of the spiritual en- 
ergy that requires human society to keep 
changing its forms as higher possibilities 
for human living open up. 

This social ethic, in varying form and 
degree, is common to every race and ap- 
pears in all religions. It is becoming a 
universal expression of the aspirations of 
mankind because it came out of, and be- 
longs to, a universal history. Appearing 
first in tribal society in obedience to the 
need for solidarity through mutual aid, 
it is now essential to the efficient work- 
ing of the techniques required for real- 
ization of the capacities of the machine 
age and escape from the collective sui- 
cide that these have made possible. Con- 
sequently ever since the socialist move- 
ment began, for all who have worked 
and are working in it in all lands (reli- 
gious, non-religious and anti-religious) 
the aims of the movement are expressed 
in terms of the ethical principles first 
formulated clearly by the Hebrew proph- 
ets and further developed by Jesus. 

Yet there is no official Protestant or 
Jewish utterance which says that toward 
socialist society is the direction in which 
life is required to move by the ethical 
principles of their religion. There are 
statements of unofficial groups which say 
that clearly, and a good deal of writing 
to the same effect by individuals. But 
Protestants and Jews are left without the 
official guidance which the Vatican is 
continually using in the effort to take 
life in the opposite direction. What they 
get is general principles whose applica- 
tion to the nature of both capitalist and 


socialist society they have to make them+ 


selves. Also increasingly they ate being 
given concrete suggestions about social 
action. But without sufficient social un- 
derstanding this leaves them fighting 
battles without knowing the opie. 
of the war. 
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“In regard to the movement of human ~ 


society most of the rank and file, and a © 
considerable section of the ministry and — 


rabbinate, are where most religionists _ 


were when Galileo insisted that the © 
earth does move and Darwin discovered — 


that species did not originate by special 
creation. Officially Protestantism and 
Judaism are weakening the forces which 
seek to prevent the coming of socialst 
society by opposition to imperialism and 
social injustice and support of demo- 
cratic advance at concrete points. But 
the maximum forces of the Protestant 
and Jewish faiths are not being thrown 
into the greatest struggle of history on 
the side of the principles they profess. 


Busy With Other Things 


There is no official utterance or even 
consideration of the Soviet Union as a 
new form of human society from either 


Protestant or Jewish sources. Nor is 


there any from the unofficial groups 


which do approve the basic principles 


and techniques of socialist society as be- 
ing in harmony with the principles of 
their faith. There has been more interest 
in what was happening to religious insti- 
tutions than to religion as a way of life. 
There has been more concern among 
ministers and rabbis over the inevitable 
mistakes and faults of this first socialist 
society than in the gains for the human 
beings concerned. The usual judgments 
are on the basis of impossible standards 
of perfection and are often influenced by 
the same sectarian passions that made 
early Christians fight over a part of a 
word, Consequently, now that the war 
drums are beating, the official Protestant 
antd Jewish declarations about the neces- 
sity of mutual relations between the 
United States and the Soviet Union are, 
like similar statements by politicians, a 
counsel of expediency rather than an im- 


igi: 


perative of principle, and without direc- 
tives for implementing it. 

This failure to meet the need of the 
hour is due to pressures from within and 
without the respective religions. Con- 
sider in what they have been’ interested 
while the Soviet people were building 
the first form of the coming socialist so- 
ciety. Jewish leaders have naturally been 
engrossed in the fate of their people 
whose very existence was at stake in 
parts of Europe. Yet the future of the 
Jewish people is but a part of the larger 
historic crisis. What becomes of Jews de- 
pends upon whether the world is becom- 
ing more imperialist or is moving toward 
the socialist society in which all peoples 
can have equal chance to live and grow. 

In the Protestant world counter inter- 
ests to the “‘social gospel’’ movement ap- 
peared as socialist society took concrete 
form. An aesthetic movement, borrow- 
ing the symbols of other days and 
churches with scarcely any attempt to 
relate them to the social struggle of our 
time. A theological movement, enlarg- 
ing man’s dependence upon a sovereign 
God and minimizing his creativity in the 
historic moment which called for its 
greatest development. Both these inter- 
ests reinforced anti-democratic elements 
only partly purged by the Reformation 
which have always weakened the vitality 
of sections of Protestantism and lessened 
their contribution to social advance. 
Added to them was the increasing pres- 
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sure of institutionalism expressing itself 
in many good works. This is another 
chapter in a very old story in which re- 
ligious institutions repeatedly destroy the — 
religion which created them. The en- 
couraging sign is that there is in Modern 
Judaism and Protestantism more of the 
vision which sees that religious institu- 
tions are valid only as they serve human 
need. And the old wineskins are being 
worn thin by the pressure of the new 
wine. 
The struggle between the democratic- 
prophetic and the imperialist-institu- 
tional elements in our religions is part 
of the larger social conflict. Always when 
society passes from one form to another 


a new form of religion appears as part — 


of the change. When institutions get old 
they die, like trees, at the top and like 
them are replaced from below. So the 
religion of tomorrow will not be made 
by those who are trying to join old insti- 
tutions regardless of contradictory prin- 
ciples, but by those who work and fight 
together for the needed social advance. 
Out of the struggle to move forward 
into socialist society as the next stage of 
human development there is already ap- 
pearing a new telationship between man 
and mankind, between man and the uni- 
verse. Out of these new experiences there 
will come, in due time, a new answer 
to the old question “Can man by search- 
ing find out God?” 


CORPORATISM 


BUENOS AIRES, May 24 (ALN) :—The Argentine government has in- 
voked a curious law in a move to crack down on the democratic unions which 
have steadfastly fought the labor organization dominated by Col. Juan D. 
Peron, the country's newly-elected ‘president. The decree permits only those 
unions that have the status of “corporations” to represent workers in collective 
bargaining with employers and the government. Since only the Peron-con- 
trolled unions have the status of ‘corporations’, the enforcement of this law 
is designed to prevent democratic unions from functioning. Peron’s unions 
have taken over many of the features of the Nazi labor front. 
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THE "WORLD STATE" MANEUVER ‘ 


By W. B. DEGRAEFF 


—The way to save Russia, according to Reves, is to bring it within the - 


free-enter prise world.state—by force tf necessary. Establish a free-enter- 
prise world state complete with an armament of police forces under con- 
stitutional law. Then, if Russia refuses to overturn herself and join up, 
she can be forced to, under the use of the “police power.” This would 
not be war; war would have been abolished. Just so Jesuitical have the 


anti-Soviet “liberals” become. 


NE OF THE MOST DANGEROUS and 

reckless propaganda campaigns 
ever launched in this nation has been 
under way for the last six months or 
more, a campaign designed by its very 
nature to disillusion Americans in the 
possibilities for world peace, and to 
drive them back into an atom-rattling 
isolationism. 

This is the grand maneuver of cer- 
tain forces within the country to per- 
suade the people into placing their faith 
in the principles of a ‘“‘constitutional’”’ 
world state, immediately established. Its 
most prominent expositor currently is 
Emery Reves, whose book The Anatomy 
of Peace, in a style of hard-boiled and 
“either-or” polemic, attempts to prove 
that the world state can be achieved only 
if the Soviet Union fits its economic sys- 
tem into the “free-enterprise” pattern 
of the Western nations—in other words, 
if its people overthrow its present sys- 
tem. Among the first denouncers of this 
theory of the immediate world state is 
"Dr. Reinhold Niebuhr, whose article, 
“The Myth of World Government,’ in 
The Nation for March 16, exposes the 
actual motives of the leaders of this 
world-government group, and the sheep- 
like and unthinking adherence to their 
ideas of most American liberals. 

THE PROTESTANT has had occasion 
in the past to differ with some of Dr. 
Niebuhr’s positions on national and in- 


ternational affairs; but in this instance it 


can only tell its readers to turn to the 
article mentioned for a temperate but 
nevertheless devastating analysis of the 
dangers of this new ideological impe- 
rialism. 

In Dr. Niebuhr’s words, “It must be 
observed . . . that a great deal of the 
enthusiasm for world government is 
explicitly anti-Russian — for instance, 
that of ex-Justice Owen Roberts and 
Clarence Streit. The theory is: let us set 
up a real world government; if the Rus- 
sians fail to adhere, so much the worse 
for them. These idealists are ready to 
bring on another world war in the name 
of world government. As consolation 
for the dire effects of so ironic a policy, 
we are assured that if we must have an- 
other world war it would be spiritually 
thrilling to*fight it for the principle of 
world government. Some of the enthu- 
siasm for world government is not ex- 
plicitly anti-Russian, but merely too 
naive to recognize that the effect of de- 
manding a constitutionally perfect world 
order in the present situation must be 
to destroy the very tentative degree of 


mutual trust which has been achieved > 


between the two great centers of 
power...” 

This is in essence a criticism of Emery 
Reves’ book. Whether Mr. Reves is ex- 
plicitly, implicitly, or naively anti-Soviet 
is not the question. The main point is 


that, as Dr. Niebuhr says, ‘‘. . . His An- 
atomy of Peace, which has become a 
kind of Bible of American constitutional 
idealism, declares that the way to ‘pre- 
vent wars between nations once and for 
all’ is to integrate ‘the scattered conflict- 
ing national sovereignties into one uni- 
fied higher sovereignty, capable of creat- 
ing a legal order in which all peoples 
will enjoy equal security, equal obliga- 
tions, and equal rights under the law.’ 
. . . Unfortunately, to assume that the 
tortuous processes of history can thus be 
controlled by the power of constitutional 
logic is an infantile delusion.” 

Due to the importance which the 
Reves book has achieved as a result of 
ex-Justice Roberts’ sponsorship of it, it 
will pay to look at it a little more closely. 
A brief discussion of the major errors 
upon which Mr, Reves bases his work 
follows, the purpose being to indicate 
the sort of thinking which lies behind 
the idealistic stereotype of “world gov- 
ernment.” 


I 


Mr. Reves assumes that in a world 
state, which will be based on a “free en- 
terprise” system (and none of this so- 
cialistic nonsense), monopoly capital- 
ism, cartellism, trustification, and all the 
other evils of a profit economy struggl- 
ing within the bounds of inexpansible 
nationalisms would disappear. This ig- 
nores the fact, obvious to all but the 
most ignorant of idealists, that cartels 
and all their evils are already the best 
possible indication of how capitalism 
would work in a world state. They are 
perhaps the only existing examples of a 
working supra-national organism—ex- 
“cept, perhaps, the Vatican, which has 
long been laboring to weld the world 
together into a single state of universal 
political serfdom under the dominance 
of a God-arrogating pope. 
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In any system which continues to per- 
mit private organisms of power to take 
unto themselves the powers which be- 
long only to society, true democracy and 
true freedom remain utter impossibil- 
ities. A world state based on modern 
capitalist “free enterprise’? can only re- 
sult in a world system of immoral and 
anti-social private economic institutions. 


: II 

Mr. Reves takes it for granted that 
socialism as practiced in the Soviet 
Union is a failure. He bases this idea on 
the fact that Russia has in recent years 
been forced by external events to become 
more nationalistic; and in his definition, 
nationalism equals Fascism. 

It is true that Russia, surrounded on 
every side by enemies of the most ruth- 
less sort, from the gangster feudalism 
of Chiang Kai shek to the subtue and 
demagogic aggressiveness exemplified 
best of all in Winston Churchill’s pro- 
posal for an Anglo-American “fraternal 
alliance,’ has had to draw within itself 
and arm against what it knows to be the 
inevitable day of reckoning. But that 
socialism as an economic system enabled 
Russia, a century late in entering the 
Industrial Age, to build up the irresis- 
tible defense potential that beat back the 
Nazis at Stalingrad and Leningrad, Mr. 
Reyes prefers to minimize. Merely be- 
cause it is socialist-nationalist, for the 
time being, it is therefore doomed to be- 
come reactionary. As he puts it, “The 
only existing Communist country .. . 
also evolved into a totalitarian, Fascist 
state.” 

The way to save Russia, according to 
Reves, is to bring it within the free- 
enterprise’ world state—by force if nec- 
essary. The intellectual basis for this 
war-mongering is as follows: The world 
state will be based on Law. “Force is 
police power when it is used to carry out 
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the law . . . And force is mot police 
power when it is not used to carry out 
the law.” Establish a free-enterprise 
world state complete with an armament 
of police forces under constitutional law. 
Then, if Russia refuses to overturn her- 
self and join us, she can be forced to, 
under the use of the “police power.” 
This would not be war; war would have 
been abolished. Just so Jesuitical have 
the anti-Soviet ‘‘liberals’’ become. 


III 


Mr. Reves claims that nationalism as 
it is known today is a cause, rather than 
an effect, of the economic rivalries and 
imperialistic tendencies of capitalist 
nations. Like many ignorant and biased 
Americans, trained for decades on the 
carefully nurtured notion that economic 
activities stem from social institutions, 
rather than the converse, Mr. Reves be- 
lieves that if national boundaries can be 
abolished and a world government set 
up by the western powers, the economic 
tivalries which lead-to war will auto- 
matically disappear. 

This is as much as if Mr. Reves said it 
was Hitler that caused Hitlerism and the 
Second World War, (which he in effect 
does say), rather than unemployment, 
insecurity, hunger, and a dreadful sense 
of national inferiority and economic im- 
prisonment, all of which afflicted the 
German people not only in the years 
since the First World War, but actually 
since beforé Bismarck. Without those 
conditions, of course, Hitler would have 
met the same fate in Germany that (up 
till now, in our expanding economy) 
similar gangsters have met in-America 
in their attempts to capture the people’s 
souls—the Coughlins, the Huey Longs, 
the Moseleys; the Robert Reynoldses, 
and Gerald L. K. Smiths, and all the 
rest of the rabblerousers. 
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IV 


Mr. Reves rests his whole case for 
world peace on the international rule of 
Law and Order—a phrase which by now 
has come to ring most ominously in the 
ears of progressive Christians. He makes 
the extraordinary statement that ‘Wars 
between . . . social units cease the mo- 
ment sovereign power is transferred 
from them to a larger or higher unit.” 
In brief, that is the major thesis of the 
book. Roughly interpreted it means, 
first, that any war conducted Jawfully is 
not war, but a just exercise of the police 
power (i. e., counter-revolution, strike- 
breaking, ‘‘palace revolutions,’ and the 
like). Second, it means that the revolu- 
tions and civil wars by which the people 
have advanced over the opposition of 
their conservative elites, and which are 
recorded in history by the thousands, 
have simply never happened. They are 
just a mean attempt on the part of his- 
torians to prove Mr. Reves’ thesis, that 
there cannot be wars within a single 
sovereign unit, wrong. 

Indeed, Mr. Reves’ very concept of 
law is erroneous. Law as he defines it 
means suppression, rather than “‘advance 
by legal compromise.” Simplified down 
to its very roots, his concept of law is a 
system of rules, enforced by the police 
power, 
variations from his own favorite concept 
of society. In other words, it is a body of 
regulations whose sole purpose is to es- 
tablish a system of capitalist cartelliza- 
tion for profit throughout the whole 
world, even where today a socialist sys- 
tem of economics is working and effec- 
tive. That conclusion is implicit in every 


against political or economic - 


word he writes about law. Ss 
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Mr. Reves’ final major error is in his 
total approach to the nature of the world 


of today. That approach is :essentially 
static, status-quo, nostalgic for the unat- 
tainable past of an illusory “free com- 
petition” society, projected into a world- 
encompassing, nightmarish future. It 
does not recognize the enormously dy- 
namic and “forward” nature of present 
world situations. The people of the 
eatth are on the march; but to Mr. 
Reves the people are only political con- 
cepts, not human-economic individuals. 
In his mind, the United States is prac- 
tically Paradise, or it would be if there 
were not other nationalisms in the world 
competing with it. 

He desires the world to be just like 
the United States. He envisions it as a 
world which would be just one huge, 

happy, sleepily-evolving federal repub- 
lic, which “passes through’ the “end- 
less chain of ‘transition’”’ which com- 
pose human history “by methods other 
than violence.’ In his mind the exercise 
of the police power, of course, is not 
violence, but rather one of the alterna- 
tive ways of persuading people to stand 
still, or to accept a “‘gradual” reform of 
their inhuman conditions. 

The actual facts of the matter are 
quite different from Mr. Reves’ general 
assumptions. For one thing, only an en- 
lightened people, outside of and ignor- 
ing state organizations, can ever come 
together into a unified social-economic 
world unit. This contains within it the 
inevitable prerequisite of making the 
people enlightened; and that in turn de- 
mands first some change in the present 
economic bases of ‘“democratic”-capital- 
ist-feudalist societies of the East and the 
West. That change can arise only within 
nations which have succeeded in chang- 
ing, peacefully or otherwise, the major 
economic forces within their boundaries 
from anti-humane, anti-Christian weap- 
ons for the protection of private spe- 
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cial interests, to pro-humane, pro-Chris- 
tian tools of social usefulness. These are 
common and simple facts, but they are 
diametrically opposed to the blind, un- 
thinking supra-nationalism which oc- 
cupies Mr. Reves’ mind. 

Let me quote Dr. Niebuhr once more. 
“It would be intolerable,’ he says, “if 
we again presented the world with a 
case of American schizophrenia, allow- 
ing our idealists to dream up pure an- 
swets for difficult problems while our 
cynics make our name odious by the ir- 
responsible exercise of our power.” 


It is into exactly this trap that Mr. 
Reves has fallen. While cursing every 
existing organ of government because | 
every organ is by its nature a national 
organ, and thereby trying to persuade 
people into a feeling of hopelessness that 
anything can be accomplished without a’ 
world state, Mr. Reves poses the alter- 
native that even if we must have anothet 
war to achieve the world state, we must 
still achieve it, no matter how. He does 
not realize that such a war would only 
result in spreading the evils of a mon- 
opoly capital nationalism onto an inter- 
national stage. He does not say (though 
it is possible that within himself he 
knows) that such a war is a war against 
Russia and Russia’s small struggling 
allies in Eastern Europe; but Dr. Nie- _ 
buhr has said it for him. 

Mr. Reves actually provides the argu- 
ments needed by the politicians and Big - 
Businessmen of America who today are ~ 
already talking about using the atomic 
bomb on Russia “before she gets it and 
uses it on us.” 

And finally, in emphasizing that sov- 
ereign nations cannot possibly remain at 
peace—that war is an inevitable attribute 
of sovereignty—Mr. Reves tries.to pet- — 
suade people that there is no use work- 
ing for amicable international relations 
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with the Soviet Union. War is inevi- 
table, and so let us get it over with while 
we have the upper hand. This remark- 
able notion, of course, conveniently 
elides the hard historical fact of cen- 
turies of peace between Russia whd the 
United States, France and Scandinavia, 
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and many other so-called “competing” ; 


national units. ; 

The Anatomy of Peace is one of the 
most ominous books published in recent 
years. All men of good and Christian 
will should do everything in their power 
to counteract its sinister effects. 


PROTESTANT MISSIONARY IN BEIRUT 


By ESTHER E. JOHNSON 
LU 
HRISTIANITY was cradled in the Near 
East. There, in its youth, it fought 
against Galilee-despising priests and 
corrupt political leaders who were the 
tools of the vested interests of the day. 

Men of the 19th Century sailed back 
to the Near East to bring “‘the truth that 
shall make men free.” They fought the 
ignorance of ancient religious sects in the 
Arab World with the ‘““Word of God” 
which they tran8lated into Arabic for 
“ ‘40 millions of an undying race,’ along 
with commentaries, concordances, theo- 
logical tracts, school books, religious 
journals and a Christian literature which 
could expand into full maturity.” (Henry 
H. Jessup, Frfty-Three Years in Syria, 
p. 68, Fleming H, Revell Co.) 

When French intervention behind 
Maronite and Jesuit Christians and Brit- 
ish behind Moslem and Druse feudal 
lords brought on the Massacre of 1860, 
the Protestant missionaries suffered with 
the people, but before the embers of war 
had cooled they had begun the organiza- 
tion of schools for boys, girls, men and 
even for women—all culminating in the 
Syrian Christian College organized in 
1866 in Beirut, Lebanon. 

This institution, now known as the 
American University of Beirut, was cal- 


~ culated to force all Syria to be educated. 


. And it did. Lest the Protestants outdo 
them, the Papal Greeks, the Jesuits, the 


Maronites, the Turkish Government and 
the Israelitish Academy all started col- 
leges in Beirut and Beirut was well on 
its way to becoming a center of learning, 
if not of freedom. 

Daniel Bliss, laying the cornerstone in 
1871, said: ‘“This College is for all con- 
ditions and classes of men without ref- 
erence to color, nationality, race or re- 
ligion. A man, white, black or yellow, 
Christian, Jew, Mohammedan or heathen 
may enter and enjoy all of the advan- 
tages of this institution . . . and go out 
believing in one God, in many Gods or 
in no Ged. But it will be impossible to 
continue long without knowing what we 
believe to be the truth and our reasons 
for that belief.” (An Adventure in In- 
ternational Understanding in Six World 
Capitals, p. 8, Near East Colleges Asso- 
ciation. ) 

In that Institution the first Demo- 
cratic Society for National Liberation was 
formed, and it sheltered in freedom 
many heroes and martyrs of the people’s 
struggle for independence. 

Medicine and science broke the super- 
stition and disease that hung over the 
people. “There are three of us,” a physi- 
cian said to his patient. “You, the dis- 
ease, and I. If we work together we will 
defeat the disease, but if you work 
against me, the disease will defeat us!”’ 
It was not only in medicine, but also in 
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education and political life that the early 
Protestant missionaries taught this lesson 
to the people. 


Western Intervention 


Today, the much weakened French im- 
perialists are still struggling to divide 
the people, but with little success. The 
Armenians, who in the past had always 
been easy prey to imperialist schemes of 
division and control, asserted their de- 
termination to support the Arab peoples 
in their struggle for independence. The 
Druses, courageous fighters ready to 
avenge personally the death of any fel- 
low Druse, are fighting no one but the 
Imperialists now! 

However, the British and Americans 
are working hard to make up for French 
weakness. 

The Syrian National Party, the obedi- 
ent tool of the Vichy French (the Nazi 
collaborators), has been resurrected by 
the British and is now serving British 
imperialism against Jews, Communists 
and Christians. d 

The British Consul offers books, films, 
magazines and teachers, free of charge, 
to British, American and National 
schools. 

The American Ambassador and Cul- 
tural Attache approached the Annual 
Meeting of Protestant Missionaries with 
a proposal of cultural cooperation, which 
was refused on the basis that Protestants 
were most truly Protestant when they 
separated Church and State. 

The present State Department Policy 
and its representatives made support of 
the principle of separation of Church 
and State all the more imperative. 

For instance, the American Office of 
War Information in Beirut had been 
headed by people who were violently and 
irrationally anti-Russian even when our 
very life in the Near East depended on 
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the valiant efforts of the Red Army and 
the stalwart citizens of Stalingrad. 

Again, the American Minister to 
Syria, who is accredited also to Lebanon, 
presented the Independent Government 
of Lebanon with an offer from an Amer- 
ican oil company. The terms which he 
demanded were the same as the old oil 
companies had secured in Haifa from 
the mandated territory of Palestine. “We 
are an independent nation and we must 
consider the people of our country, 
also,” some of the leaders of the people 
protested to him. There was not even 
a glimmer of compassion in his eye as 
he answered: “If I can get a better rate 
in Haifa, I shall take my company to 
Haifa. You can persuade your country- 
men to accept our terms.” 

“Does America want to eat up the 
whole world?” one political leader in 
Beirut asked. 

During recent troubles in Syria and 
Lebanon the following item was pub- 
lished in the newspapers: ‘Policemen 
picked up two men walking in the Mos- 
lem section of Beirut loudly bragging 
about how they were going to kill every 
Christian when the Freneh left the coun- 
try . ... Merchants drew the attention 
of the police to them and when they 
were questioned, it was discovered that 
these men were not even Moslems but 
had been paid by the French to stir up 
trouble.” 

Shortly after Balfour Day in Beirut, 
November 4, 1945, to-be exact, the 
Syrian National Party was deliberately 
engaged by British imperialist interests 
to parade through the Jewish quarter of 
Beirut, shouting, “Down with the Jews!” 

Perhaps some people in America may 
be taken in by this type of ‘‘imperialist 
double-cross,”’ the deliberate creation of 
trouble between religions and races for 
the purpose of prolonging or starting 
intervention and exploitation, but the en- 
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lightened peoples of these New Nations 
are no longer so easily deceived and 
neither is the missionary who has seen 
this drama enacted in many scenes and 
in many climes. 


ates 


New Imperialist Plot 


It seems more obvious every day that 
England and certain American interests 
are plotting a new Imperialist Partition 
in the Near East which will attempt to 
defeat the development of the people 
there. 

The presence of the British and French 
troops in Syria and Lebanon for several 
months after December 1, 1945 (the 
date set for their withdrawal), was an 
indication of this purpose. The British 
“withdrawal,” five months late, served 
to strengthen their forces in Palestine 


and Transjordan. 


The second major indication of im- 
perialist purpose is the attempt to create 
an anti-Soviet seat of reaction in the 
Near East not only against the free devel- 
opment of the peasants, industrialists, 
workers, intellectuals and women there, 
but also as a basis for an attack against 
the Soviet Union. This second maneuver 
is a major threat to world peace and 
should be publicized as such in the 
United Nations. 


_I Found the Program of Jesus 


This ‘maneuver is also an imperialist 
snare for missionaries. Many mission- 
aries today, who accept and defend “‘the 
right of all nations to self determina- 
tion,” will belligerently attack the Soviet 
Union and the Communists in general 


at the slightest provocation — repeating 
long-remedied conditions of Communist 
persecution of religion. 

I was rescued trom this snare by per- 
sonal experience. I met a professor in 
the University of Beirut who was an in- 
corruptible democratic nationalist, as I 
found out later. He was also a Commu- 
nist sympathizer and he introduced: me 
to the Secretary of the Communist Party 
of Lebanon, Farajella El-Helou, and the 
Secretary of the Communist Party of 
Syria, Khalid Bagdache. I read their pro- 
gram, and listened to their election cam- 
paign speeches. There was no denial or 
persecution of religion, but, on the con- 
trary, such a good program that I would 
have stumped for them had my Arabic 
been good enough: Independence for 


he Country; the development of national © 


industry; the organization of schools, 
hospitals, clinics; irrigation for the 
farmers; government encouragement for 
commerce; fair conditions for the work- 
ers and freedom of speech, press, re- 
ligion and assembly. That was their pro- 
gram. It was also “OUR PROGRAM.” 
Jesus said, ‘‘He who is not against us, is 
for us.” We do not ask a doctor his 
theology when we have a needy child to 
cure. 

Perhaps we can learn the scientific 
laws of the development of society from 
them, while they learn theology from us. 

It was a strange paradox that my stu- 
dents from the outpost of the Near East, 
Iraq, taught me some of the most mod- 
ern economic doctrines of scientific so- 
cialism; and the people whom I had gone 


to free, taught me the eee of 
FREEDOM! 


EMBARRASSING 
BUDAPEST, Hungary, May 9 (U.P.):—The College of Bishops issued 
an order today banning Catholic priests from political activities, as Hungarian 
secret service agents arrested another leading priest-politician and more than 
100 others suspected of a plot to keep fascism alive. 
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BEHIND CHURCHILL'S "IRON CURTAIN" 


"By LEO KRZYCKI 


—The President of the American Slav Congress reports some impres- 
Sions gathered during a recent fwe-months tour of the Slav nations. 


“PF ROM STETTIN in the Baltic to Tri- 

este in the Adriatic, an iron curtain 
has descended across the Continent,’ de- 
clared Winston Churchill in his Fulton 
speech of March 5. I had just spent five 
months behind that “iron curtain,’ mov- 
ing freely from country to country, mix- 
ing with people from all walks of life, 
observing them at work and at leisure, 
attending their meetings and interview- 
ing their leaders. 


The Common Trends 


Leaving aside the Soviet Union, which 


is resuming its vast long-range economic 


program, I observed certain common 
trends during my five-month tour. Every- 
where there is a spiritual renaissance of 
the people, an upsurge of their creative 
energies, a deep social, economic, cul- 
tural and political transformation in 
progress. People, although underfed and 
poorly clad, seem imbued with inex- 
haustible vitality. Their faces, haggard 
and lean but full of determination, be- 
tray their desire to rebuild as quickly as 
possible whatever was destroyed during 
the war and to create a more abundant 
life for themselves and their children. 
With the exception of Czechoslovakia, 
all these countries were ruled in the past 
by oppressive, pro-fascist cliques. The 
destitution of farmers and workers was 
indescribable. For instance, the average 
cash income of the Polish peasant in 
1934 was 2c a day; almost half of the 
best land was owned by one-half of one 
per cent of the population. The people 
did not enjoy those basic liberties which 
we in America take for granted. Yet 
they were yearning for them, fighting 


for them, risking their lives and fortunes 
to achieve them. Today they have at- - 
tained their goal; they have come into 
their own, are masters in their own 
homes, molders of their destinies. And 
with the immense energy of a fully- 
awakened giant they are proceeding to 
put their houses into order. 


In contrast to the crises in the west, 
the east impresses one with its stability 
and purposefulness. I came away from 
the Slavic peoples in Europe with the 
conviction that they are so joined to- 
gether that no power on earth will tear 
them asunder. 


Another salient feature of Eastern 
Europe is the great prestige and influ- 
ence of the Soviet Union. Far from be- 
ing the result of any artificial propa- 
ganda, it is soundly rooted in the hearts 
and minds of the people. There is, to 
begin with, a great racial, linguistic and 
cultural affinity between all Slavs. Russia 
used to be the protector of the oppressed 
Slavs in the Austro-Hungarian and Otto- 
man empires. She liberated Bulgaria 
from the Turkish yoke in 1878, helped 
Serbia in 1914. During the Munich crisis 
in 1938, when appeasement - minded 
England and France abandoned Czecho- 
slovakia to Hitler, the Soviet Union was 


the only nation ready to fight for the 


preservation of the little republic. The 
Slavs have not forgotten this. They also 
remember that it was Litvinov who at 
Geneva led the struggle for universal 
disarmament and collective security. 


The victorious resistance of the USSR 
against the Nazi onslaught has deeply 
impressed all Slavs who, moreover, were 


all liberated by the Red Army. They 
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naturally feel very grateful and are also 
aware that only through close collabora- 
tion with the Soviet Union can they re- 
tain their newly-gained freedom. 
Finally, there is the spell ca8t by the 
Soviet socialist system. For it is obvious 
to any unbiased observer that, while the 
new regimes are not communistic, the 
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people of Eastern Europe (as indeed of | 
the entire continent) are all gravitating |), 
toward socialism, some faster than 
others. They have experienced produc- — 
tion for profit, did not like it and are — 
now gradually replacing it by production ~ 
for use. They have broken with their past 
and are firmly resolved to create a civili- 
zation where the common man will rule. 


THAT "ANTI-YANQUI" IN ARGENTINA 


By ANDREW GORDON 


Ress ARGENTINE elections put Col. 
Juan Domingo Perén into the Presi- 
dency of the Republic and gave him 
control of both the Chamber of Deputies 
and the Senate. 


Peron the Demagogue 


Perén certainly has done his best to 
create as much confusion as possible as 
to the character of his regime. 

In 1944, addressing the members of 
the Buenos Aires Stock Exchange, he 
asked them not to be scared by his 
‘sindicalismo.’ All he wanted was to 
organize the workers in official trade 
unions and grant them some improve- 
ments so that under the control of the 
state they would become a social force 
easy to maneuver with. To business- 
men he professed himself the decided 
champion of their interests. A year or 
so later he ridiculed the brokers of the 
Stock Exchange ‘who subsist on traffick= 
ing with what others produce.” 

“A profound social revolution must 
be carried out,” said Argentina’s Strong 
_ Man in August 1945, quietly affirming 
in December of the same year that he 
is ‘an enemy of social revolution.” Be- 
tween August 1945 and February 1946, 
he proclaimed on different occasions 
that Argentina should follow the norms 


of the Russian Revolution, carry out 
its social transformation on the English 
pattern, continue the traditions of the 
French sansculottes, imitate Roosevelt 
and be inspired by the ‘achievements’ of 
ex-President Getulio Vargas of Brazil. 

If the term ‘demagogue’ has not lost 
all its meaning, Perén is one of the most 
accomplished demagogues of the Amer- 
ican continent. But is he simply a 
reactionary demagogue, out to stabilize 
his ‘personal dictatorship’? What about 
his Axis ties? Can he be compared in 
some way with Vargas who also rose 
to power with the backing of the Axis 
but then turned pro-Ally? 


Perén—New Model Fascist 


Argentine antifascists have pointed 
out repeatedly that there is a qualitative 
difference between Perén and Vargas. - 
Whatever his motives, Vargas switched 
to the United Nations at a time when 
the Axis tide was still rising. Brazil 
made a serious contribution to the war 
effort, particularly in connection with 
the North African landing. But the 
Argentine Colonel’s regime was estab- 
lished with Axis help at a time when 
the latter was definitely on the decline, 
when it desperately needed a base from 
which to carty on. The Blue Book of 


‘the State Department is but the con- 
firmation of charges voiced by Argen- 
tine democrats ever since June 1943. 
Recent disclosures from creditable 
sources also reveal that Axis refugee 
capital in Argentina amounts to be- 
tween three and five billion US dollars. 
This Nazifascist capital is backing Perén 
fully. His close ties with Fritz Mandl 
and Ludwig Freude, to mention only 
the two most prominent Nazi agents in 
Argentina, are notorious. 

As for the Army, another of the 
main props of. Perén’s regime, Silvano 
Santander, former Radical deputy and 
member of the Congressional Commit- 
tee to Investigate Anti-Argentine Activi- 
ties, has this to say about it in his book 
Nazismo en Argentina: “The Nazi's 
main conquest in my country is the 
Argentine Army.” He adds that prac- 
tically every superior officer of the Ar- 
gentine Army either was trained by 
German military instructors in Argen- 
tina or had lived several years in Ger- 
man Army barracks. Indeed, a great 
number of highranking Argentine of- 
ficers are of German origin. 

Add to this the organization of bands 
of armed thugs, the stirring up of race 
hatred, and there can hardly be any 
doubt that Perén’s regime is not just a 
reactionary set-up of the pattern so 
familiar in Latin America. Perén is the 
executive of Nazifascist capital. 


Perén’s “ Anti-Imperialism” 


By his stand against the expansion 
of United States monopolies in Argen- 
tina, Perén acquired the reputation of 
an ‘‘anti-imperialist.” Is he? 

British investments in Argentina are 
greater than those from the United 
States and about equal to Axis refugee 
capital. Since United States investments 
tend to oust or absorb their rivals, their 
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penetration is strongly resisted. One 
manifestation of this resistance was rfe- 
ported in CTAL News of Mexico on 
February 11, 1946. According to Ar- 
gentine labor sources, Sir Leslie Hore 
Belisha, War Minister in Neville Cham- 
berlain’s Munich cabinet, made a deal 
with Perén during his stay in Argentina. 
Perén was said to have pledged special 
favors to British investors in exchange 
for their support of his candidacy. Their 
pact was said to include a guarantee of 
equal treatment for British investors 
and Nazi refugee capital which would 
join hands against United States inves- 
tors. if 
Another indication of Perén’s good 
relations with foreign monopolies is the 
following. When at the end of last 
year a 25 per cent bonus to workers and 


employees was decreed, the foreign en- 


terprises were simply exempted from 
this obligation. No fewer than 225,000 
Argentine workers were affected by this 
exemption. The beneficiaries were Brit- 
ish-controlled transport and electrical 
undertakings as well as German-Spanish 
trusts like CADE-Argentine Electric 
Company (part of the International 
SOFINA trust), several affiliates of the 
US International Telephone and Tele- 
graph Company, the meat packing house 
of Swift & Co., etc. 

Thus Perén, the ‘anti-imperialist’ is 
shown to be heaping favors upon all 
sorts of foreign trusts. 

Perén is ‘anti-imperialist’ or ‘anti- 
United States monopolies’ if and when 
the latter attempt to encroach upon the 
interests of those economic groups 
which he relies on to give him whole- 
hearted support. Owing to the peculiar 
circumstances prevailing in Latin Amer- 
ica, it pays Perén well to disguise the 
defense of foreign investment capital, 
other than American, under the cloak of . 
an ‘anti-yanqui’ stand. 
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BROTHERS IN ARMS: PIUS XI] AND FRANCO 


By HEINZ POL 


—Spanish fascism is the Vatican's “true democracy.” 


ne FORMER American Ambassador 
to Madrid, Carlton J. H. Hayes, who 
cannot be suspected of anti-Franco or 
anti-Roman Catholic sentiments, wrote 
a book called “Mission to Spain,’ pub- 
lished in 1945. In it he. has given a 
detailed description of Generalissimo 
Franco’s elegant study, which he visited 
during one of his audiences, many years 
after the end of the Spanish Civil War. 
On the desk of the dictator who calls 
himself today a democrat, the American 
Ambassador saw three large framed 
photographs: at the left was Hitler, at 
the right Mussolini, and Pope Pius XII 
was in the center. All three were auto- 
graphed. 

As a matter of fact, Franco Spain 
owes its existence not only to the de- 
funct leaders of Fascism and National 
Socialism but also to the still very much 
alive Vatican and the leaders of the 
Roman Catholic Church in Spain. The 
record of the intimate links between 
Madrid and Vatican City is overwhelm- 
ingly large. Here are some items: 

From the first days of the Civil War 
the Spanish Hierarchy and the Vatican 
came out in open praise for Franco with- 
out even attempting to fake a ‘“‘neutral”’ 
position. Only one week after the out- 
break an official Church pamphlet was 
distributed throughout the country. Its 
opening words were: ‘“The Spanish na- 
tional war is a holy war, the most holy 
war registered by history.”’ Franco was 
called the leader of the holy crusade 
which was destined, by the grace of 
God, to stamp out all infidels in Spain 
and elsewhere. 

Since many devout Catholics fought 

‘within the ranks of the legitimate Re- 
aes San 
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publican Army, the Spanish bishops, in 
August 1936, published a pastoral let- 
ter, categorically forbidding Catholics to 
be anti-Franco. 

In September 1936, after Mussolini 
and Hitler had already sent their men, 
guns and planes en masse to help 
Franco, Pope Pius XI himself spoke on 
behalf of the “good cause.’ He received 
six hundred carefully selected Spanish 
“victims from the Red terror’ at his 
summer residence of Castel Gandolfo. 
Only one day before the reception, 
Goebbels and Hitler had hurled the 
wildest threats and curses at the Spanish 
republicans at the Reichsparteitag in 
Nuremberg. For his part, the Pope said: 

“A satanic preparation has relighted 
that flame of hatred and savage persecu- 
tion . . . by those forces which have 
already given a sample and a measure 
of themselves in subversive attacks on 
every kind of ‘order from Russia to 
China, from Mexico to South America. 
It is necessary to warn all against the 
insidiousness with which the heralds of 
the forces of subversion are seeking to 
find some common ground for a possible 
approach and collaboration on the part 
of Catholicism. . . . To all those good 
and faithful people, to all this dear and 
noble Spain, which has suffered so much 
from the hands of the subversive ele- 
ments, we direct our benediction.” 

After this benediction, Franco be- 
came “Our Saviour’’ for all the clerical- 
fascists around the world. The Arch- 
bishop of Gorizia (Italy) wrote in a 
pastoral letter: 

“Good Italians — and today we are 
entitled to believe that in the Fascist 
climate all Italians are worthy of their 
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name—know that in Red Spain all the 
worst elements of the sinister demo- 
cratic regimes have united to make a 
final effort against the granite mass of 
Christian civilization.” 

Among the “worst elements’ be- 
longed the Catholic priests of the auton- 
omous Basque province ravaged by 
Franco’s Moors. Hundreds of Basque 
priests were beaten and put into con- 
centration camps, and fifteen were shot 
without trial by the defenders of Chris- 
tian civilization. The president of the 
Basque Republic made a report to the 


Holy See. He never received an answer. 
But the Primate of Spain, Cardinal 
Goma y Toma, in behalf of the Pope, ~ 


answered in a long letter in which he 
stated: “Franco and his people have no 
other ideal than their God and Father- 
land.’ And the savage persecution of 
the Basque people went on with the 
blessings of the Spanish cardinals. 

In the summer of 1937 the Spanish 
Hierarchy came out with an open letter 
addressed to “‘all Catholic bishops in the 
world’’ asking them to raise their voices 
for the cause of Franco. The author of 
the letter was again the Spanish Primate 
who acknowledged that he had informed 
the Holy See about his intentions and 
that Franco had authorized him to pub- 
lish the letter. 


It Was a Vatican Victory 


The full extent of the Vatican’s sym- 
pathy for Franco’s fascist regime became 
apparent after victory was assured. 
When Loyalist collapse was near and 
Barcelona had fallen to the Moroccan 
troops in January 1939, so many cruel- 
ties were reported to have been perpe- 
trated by the Fascists that a number of 
high-ranking Roman Catholic laymen in 
France, England and even in Spain be- 
seeched the Pope to restrain Franco from 
taking such merciless revenge. Pius XI 
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refused categorically to take any steps. 
On January 28, 1939, the Vatican News 
Service published a special communique 
stating that “the Holy See does not con- 
sider it necessary to make any appeal to 
Generalissimo Francisco Franco for 
clemency.” 

This was the last of the many favors 
which the dying Pius XI bestowed on 
his protégé Franco. His successor, Pius 
XIJ, hastened to show the Spanish dic- 
tator that he loved him no less dearly. 
On March 9, a few days after his en- 
thronement, the new pope sent a mes- 
sage of congratulation to Franco in 
which he invoked “the divine assistance 
for Your Excellency in all your further 
actions.’” His Excellency Franco had just 
paid the first installment of his tremen- 
dous debt to the Spanish Church: a gov- 
ernment decree exempted all property 


‘restored to the Church from taxation for 


all time. 
At the end of March 1939 a message 


from Pius XII to the Spanish people 


was read from all pulpits. The pope 
said: 

“With great joy we address you, dear- 
est sons of Catholic Spain, to express 
our pastoral congratulations for the gift 
of peace and victory, with which God 
has chosen to crown the Christian hero- 
ism of your faith and charity, proved in 
so much and so generous suffering... 
We give-to you, our dear sons of Catho- 
lic Spain, to the head of the State and 
his illustrious government, to the zeal- 
ous Episcopate and its self-denying 
clergy, to the heroic combatants, and to 
all the faithful, Our Apostolic Benedic- 
tion.” 

On March 29, 1939, the Osservatore 
Romano, official paper of the Vatican, 
published an editorial about Franco 
Spain which, in the opinion of many — 
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was not the case it was certainly inspired 
by him. This editorial said among other 
things: 

“The victory of Catholic Spain has 
brought incalculable moral and political 
support to Europe.” 

On April 9, 1939, the indefatigable 
pope sent second official telegram to 
Franco in which he blessed the Caudillo 
and his government and expressed his 
“sincere thanks for Spain’s desire of a 
complete Catholic victory.’” A week later 
the pope made a special broadcast 
beamed to “‘liberated Spain,” praising 
the fascist dictator in the following 
terms: 

“The guarantee of Our firm confi- 
dence is the noblest of Christian senti- 
ments of which the illustrious chief of 
your State has given unequivocal proof.” 

At the end of this message Pius XII 
exhorted the Spanish clergy to support 
Franco “in all his future political, social 
and cultural undertakings without hesi- 
tation.” 

On June 11, 1939, the pope staged a 
festive reception for the Spanish mem- 
bers of the Italian Arrow Division which 
had fought with Franco’s forces ever 
since September 1936. Thirty-two hun- 
dred soldiers and officers assembled in 
St. Peter’s Square in Vatican City. At 
the head of the delegation stood Franco’s 
brother-in-law and Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, Serrano Suner. The pope ap- 
peared accompanied by the entire court 
of the Vatican. In his address he said 
with tears in his eyes: 

“Soldiers of Spain, you have brought 
about a victorious triumph for the Chris- 
tian ideal. You have defended the cause 
of God and religion.” 

Then he passed among the soldiers 
and extended his ring to them to be 
kissed and the ceremony ended with his 
apostolic blessings. After that he had a 
long private conference with Spanish 


Foreign Minister Suner and the higher 
officers of the delegation. 


Friendly Working Agreement 


It has been argued that after 1939 
some friction developed between the 
Vatican and the Spanish Episcopate on 
the one hand, and the Franco govern- 
ment and the Falange on the other. Vati- 
can apologists have taken this friction 
to mean that there existed no genuine 
collaboration between the Franco gov- 
ernment and the Holy See and the Span- 
ish Episcopate, after all. 

There is little truth in this contention. 
The relation between the leaders of 
Spanish Fascism and the Holy See have 
remained most cordial to this day. The 
fact that a new concordat has not yet 
been concluded is only partly due to 
differences concerning mutual preroga- 
tives in church matters of secondary im- 
portance. This, however, is the main 
reason: Pius XII, astute politician and 
diplomat, has been very cautious about 
coming to an agreement with a regime 
which, owing to many internal and in- 
ternational factors, never has been too 
stable. 

Instead of drawing up a formal con- 
cordat, which could be left for a more 
propitious moment, a so-called “work- 
ing agreement” was signed in June 


1941. It followed the lines of the old. 


concordat of 1851 which had made the 
Spanish Church the most powerful and 
wealthiest estate in Spain. The working 
agreement made the Roman Catholic re- 
ligion the state religion and the other 
privileges which it accorded to the 
Church were even greater than those 
granted under the monarchy. One of 
them consisted of an annual state pay- 
ment of 65,000,000 pesetas to the 
Church. 

Even before this agreement became 
effective Franco had done everything in 
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his power to restore the economic posi- 
tion of the Spanish Church. In Novem- 
ber 1939 the state income for the clergy 
was restored and appropriations made 
for the repair of Church property. Early 
in 1940 he returned all the property 
holdings of the Jesuits which had been 
confiscated by the first republican gov- 
ernment in 1932. The Jesuits and other 
religious orders were given back not 
only churches, schools and land, but also 
their shares and ownership titles in sev- 
eral hundred industrial and agrarian en- 
terprises and corporations. The indem- 
nity alone which the Jesuits received in 
cash for the damages they had suffered 
amounted to the equivalent of about 
thirty million dollars. 

At the annual meeting of the National 
Council of the Falange in July 1945 
Franco delivered an address in which 
he explained at great length that “‘lib- 
eral democracy and communism are the 
negation of everything in Spain’s na- 
tional life of today, which is Catholic, 
proud and intelligent.” He continued: 

“To understand Spain is to under- 
stand the Catholic mind, its ethical prin- 
ciples, its spiritual conception . . .” 

Pius XII had understood long before 
Franco’s speech. As early as January 
1941 he had signed an agreement with 
the Franco government which obliged 
the Spanish bishops to take their oath 
of allegiance to “the Chief of the Span- 
ish State and the government established 
according to Spanish law.” The formula 
of the oath followed the pattern used in 


Nazi Germany and Fascist Italy, as stip- 


ulated in the respective concordats. Sim- 
ilarly, the Spanish bishops had to add 
the following words in swearing alle- 
giance to the Franco government: 

“I swear and promise, moreover, not 
to take part in any agreement nor to take 
part in any meeting which may preju- 
dice the Spanish State and public order, 


f.. 
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and I will make my clergy observe sim- 
ilar conduct. Occupying myself with the 
welfare and interest of the Spanish State 
I will endeavor to avoid all evil which 
may threaten it.” 

It is obvious that this oath ties the 
bishops to the Franco regime, for better 
or for worse. Wherever they observe any 
Opposition among the people they are 
forced to report it, like Gestapo agents. 

In 1943} when the first newly elected 
Spanish bishops took the oath of alle- 
giance, the event was regarded as so im- 
portant that the Papal Nuncio in Spain 
and the Spanish Primate attended the 
ceremony. 


The Vatican’s “True Democracy” 


Since then, and particularly after the 
end of the war, the Vatican has been 
busy organizing public opinion all over 
the world to uphold the tottering Franco 
regime. It was Pius XII who conceived 
the idea of preserving clerical fascism 
in Spain by restoring the monarchy with 
Franco remaining head of the govern- 
ment. This idea has received the en- 
thusiastic approval of many influential 
reactionary circles in London and Wash- 
ington who, together with the Knights 
of Columbus, a leading international 
propaganda organization of the Vatican, 
try desperately to sell Spanish fascism as 
a new brand of “true democracy.” 

The latest manifestation of this “true 
democracy” is a new Catechism taught 
in Spanish schools. It contains the fol- 
lowing passages: 

“Should the State be a lay-State? 

“By no means, the State has to repre- 
sent the Catholic-Church, which is the 
only tre church. The State has to be 
subservient to the Church, as the body 
must be subservient to the soul or all 
temporal matters to the eternal bliss. 

“Is the State allowed to grant freedom 
of the press? 


ie yn! 


76 THE PROTESTANT } June-July 


“No, for freedom of the press leaves “Why? 
room for a possible absence of censor- “Because it is essential to avoid errors | 
ship thus allowing all sorts of opinions ~ and slander as well as corruption whick 


to be printed, no matter how absurd or  j. directed against the common good. 
detrimental to the good cause they might 


a “Are there any other dangerous fee, 
“Should the Government suppress = 1 
this freedom by means of preventive “Yes, freedom of the press, freedom), 
censorship? of propaganda and freedom of “T 
“Yes, of course. bly.” 


SWISS THEOLOGICAL PROFESSOR VISITS SOVIET ZONE 


Professor Fritz Lieb of the theological faculty in Basel, whose book, “Russia, 
on the Way,”’ was published in Switzerland recently, had a discussion with Col., 
Gen. Semeonow during his visit to Berlin. Semeonow handles cultural problems im 
the Soviet zone. Professor Lieb reported as follows in the rather conservative Swiss. 
weekly Weltwoche: : : 


“The colonel general proved to be a man with a very thorough knowledge | 
high estimation of Western European culture. . . . He had studied philosophy, : 
written a dissertation on Giordano Bruno, and proved to know as much about 
theology as about the history of philosophy—a typical representative of the young” 
Russian intelligentsia. . . . Sometimes their rationalism may appear naive to the 
Western European, but the Russians are joining with the spiritual heritage of the 
Occident by way of their dialectic humanism... 


“The tolerance which develops out of this historic objectivity is reflected in the 
attitude of the Communists towards the Church. The German Church has nothing” 
to fear from the government, just as in Russia the Orthodoxy enjoys the friendly 
tolerance of the state. On the contrary, the parsons as well as those in intellectual 
professions (teachers, scientists, etc.) receive the highest food rations in the Soviet: 
zone, that of hard laborers. The theological faculties in the universities carry on and 
the only interference of the government in their activity is the regulation that only 
members of the Confessional Church are admitted as professors, as a guarantee 
against the infiltration of Nazis. The Ministry of Cultural Affairs even seeks the 
cooperation of Swiss professors of theology—the Russian general inquired espe- 
cially after Karl Barth and his attitude to the German question. | 


“ “A happy surprise,’ said Semeonow smiling, ‘was the fact that the Lutheran 
Church not only accepted the land reform without resistance, but even supported 
it. Thus the Consistory issued an appeal reminding the population that, duty bound 
to the community, each should use to the best of his abilities the lot entrusted to 
him. A number of parsons supported to the full the distribution of the Junkers’ 
land by referring to the Bible. Only in Thuringia did part of the clergy prove itself 
obstinate, but that province was at all times the stronghold of the ““German Chris- 
tians’’—the Nazi organization within the Protestant Church. The "government has 


rewarded the loyalty of the Church by not touching its property.’ ’ 


: 
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THE CHURCH FRONT 


CLERICAL EPOCH? 

Underlining the significance of President Harry S. Truman's acceptance of an 
honorary degree of Doctor of Laws from Fordham, the Jesuit university, Cardinal 
Spellman’s organ, The Catholic News, headlined its May 16 report of the cere- 
mony: “President and Cardinal Griffin Honored at Fordham Centennial—Convo- 
cation Concludes and Opens Epochs.”” We understand that Mr. Truman, in permit- 
ting himself to be honored together with Cardinal Griffin, set aside a tradition 
which says that the President shall be honored alone. The “new epoch”’ proclaimed 
by The Catholic News may be that in which a more fundamental tradition is set 
aside—the tradition of the separation of Church and State—in favor of an open 
alliance between the Administration and the American appointees of the Vatican 
Church-State. How else shall we interpret Mr. Truman’s reappointment of Myron 
C. Taylor as his ‘personal representative to His Holiness the Pope, with the rank 
of Ambassador’’? In his announcement of the reappointment, early in May, Presi- 
dent Truman expressed his feeling that Mr. ‘Taylor “can continue to render helpful 
service to the cause of Christian civilization,’ and added his conviction that “we 
shall establish an enduring peace only if we build it upon Christian principles.” 
These clauses immediately caught the attention of the Vatican newspaper, Osserva- 
tore Romano, which commented: ‘“The President’s remarks make it clear that civil 
virtues are no longer virtues without the backing of religion. They recall the Pope’s 
words that civilization is Christian and that peace must be Christian—or there is 
no peace.” Then, after pointing out that a reasonable distinction between the powers 
of the churches and the states is different from a seperation which implies hostility 
to the Church, Osservatore Romano stated: ‘‘No repudiation of separation is clearer 
and more persuasive than this above all in this hour, when the reconstruction not 
only of cities but also of souls, not only of civil life but also of moral life is the 
need and the law of that union which alone has strength.’”’ Which reminds us that 
“repudiation of separation” of the Roman Catholic Church and the State is clear 
also in Franco Spain, Salazar Portugal and Peron Argentina. 


NOTED ON 


SOUTHERN BAPTISTS WANT MYRON C. TAYLOR RECALLED 

On May 16 the Southern Baptist Convention adopted a resolution calling 

for the termination of the appointment of Myron C. Taylor as the personal 

_ representative of the President to the Vatican and asking for the recall of the 

Vatican Embassy staff. The convention president was authorized to seek a 

conference with President Harry S. Truman, himself. a Baptist, to present the 

petition personally. The Southern Baptist Convention speaks for 5,500,000 
members. 


“ 


PRESBYTERIANS ASK END OF OFFICIAL RELATIONS WITH VATICAN 

On May 27 the 158th General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the 
U. S. A. adopted a protest against “continued official relations between our Govern- 
ment and the Vatican, under whatever guise they are cloaked” with a request to 
be sent to President Truman and every member of Congress asking immediate 
action to terminate that relationship. Several Synods and Presbyteries had requested 
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such action. The General Assembly was informed that arrangements were bein, 
made through the Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America for a group) 
representing united Protestantism to protest to President Truman on June 5. In 
its declaration the General Assembly stated that it “most vigorously and sincerel 
reaffirms its historic position onthe separation of Church and State.” The Gene 
Assembly represents some two million members. 


NEW YORK METHODISTS CONDEMN TAYLOR APPOINTMENT 

The ninety-eighth annual session of the New York East Conference of 
the Methodist Church condemned the appointment of Myron C. Taylor as 
personal representative of President Truman to the Pope. The conference also 
called “on the Roman Catholic hierarchy to forsake its apparent alignment — 
with fascist governments in Europe and South America.’ Concerning the — 
need to assure “that our Government and the Union of Soviet Socialist Re- | 
publics work harmoniously together for world peace,” the conference ap- 
proved this statement: “Standing firm in our convictions we must persistently 
seek sympathetic understanding and avoidance of nationalistic demands that 
may create suspicion. Furthermore, we must not demand standards for Rus- 
Sian action which we do not follow in our own national policies.” 


ALARMED BY BISHOP OXNAM'S COURAGE 
“While some of us have been working side by side with representatives of other 
creeds to promote better understanding, a fanatical Methodist bishop has been — 
parading around the United States as head of the Federated Council of Protestant © 


* Churches (sic), and in every city he has visited has polluted, contaminated, and 


has done his diabolical darndest to stir up enmity against the Catholic Church and © 
to distort our motives. He is a sounding board for a great many who are fearful of — 
our strength and who are determined that we shall not expand.”—Rev. Ignatius — 


- Smith, O.P., dean of the Catholic University school of philosophy, at a convention — 


of the Holy Name Societies of the Archdioceses of Baltimore and Washington, as 
reported in the Washington Post. 


NORTHERN BAPTISTS CONDEMN VATICAN TIE 

The Northern Baptist Convention at its annual meeting in May adopted 
a resolution which pointed out that they “have since 1940 repeatedly and 
earnestly protested against the appointment of Myron C. Taylor as the Prest- 
dent's representative at the Vatican, with the rank of Ambassador, as a- 
violation not only of the fundamental principle of Church and State but also 
a violation of specific acts of Congress, such as ‘no funds shall be appropri- 
ated to support an American legation at the Vatican’.” Noting that in spite 
of these protests “‘made in conjunction with other major Protestant denomi- 
nations,” Mr. Taylo? had been reappointed by President Truman “without 
the consent of Congress,’ the Convention requested President Truman “to 
recall Mr. Myron C. Taylor and his whole embassy staff at the Vatican, thus 
restoring once again the proper relationship between Church and State.” It 
requested that copies of the resolution go to Truman, the Secretary of State, 
all Senators, newspapers, newsmagazines and the radio. The Convention 
Speaks for 1,500,000 members. 


Pie Mae} yes Foi 
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FEDERAL COUNCIL ASKS RECALL—TRUMAN SIDESTEPS 


On June 5 a delegation of Protestant church, leaders headed by Bishop G. 
Bromley Oxnam, president of the Federal Council of Churches, and Dr. Samuel 
McCrea Cavert, general secretary of the Federal Council, visited President Truman 
and urged him to recall Myron C. Taylor from the Vatican. The delegation expressed 
its opposition to “‘any form of diplomatic relations between this Government and 
the Vatican.’ Recent resolutions of various churches were embodied in a memo- 
randum left with the President. The delegation spoke for some 30,000,000 church 
members. 


On June 7 Bishop Oxnam reported to the executive committee of the Federal 
Council of the Churches of Christ in America that the delegation was ‘‘given assur- 
ance that the appointment of Mr. Taylor was a temporary expedient to give the — 
President the fullest opportunity to make his contribution to the peace, that it 
might terminate at an early date but would certainly terminate with the signing 
of the peace treaties.” The executive committee expressed its ‘‘great satisfaction in 
the report.” [Just what satisfaction is to be derived from an assurance that Mr. 
Truman intends to continue his association with the Vatican? Is this not assurance 
that the United States will be engulfed in the Vatican’s “contribution to the peace”’ 
—war on the Soviet Union?} 


CARDINAL SHOUTS "BIGOTRY!" 


Francis Cardinal Spellman, speaking at Fordham University commence- 
ment exercises at which Gov. Thomas E. Dewey of New York accepted an 
honorary degree, raised his voice on June 12: "Bigotry thrives on ignorance, 
and even intelligent people can be bigoted if they are not informed in fields of 
knowledge that have not come under their observation. I would like to believe 
that only ignorance is the reason for this illogical and harmful statement made 
by men who claim representation of forty million American people... Surely 
these ministers of God know that even with the signing of peace treaties peace 
will be difficult to attain... What reason then have these men of religion to 
make such demands_of the President of these United States? Is it the anti- 
Catholicism of unhooded Klansmen sowing seeds of disunion within our 
treasured nation? ...1 know that misrepresentative telegrams and letters have 
been sent to him and to Senators and Congressmen. I know these men at- 
tempted to bolster their intolerant attitude and acts by attempting, and in 

Some cases Succeeding, in inciting others to join them .. . such un-American 
tactics.” 


TRUMAN CIRCLES 


On June 14 President Truman denied at his news conference ever having con- 
sented to the “‘recall’”’ of Mr. Taylor during his discussion of the supbject with the 
Protestant delegation, or fixing a termination date for his mission. He said he had no 
idea how long the completion of Mr. Taylor’s mission would require, but said he 
would remain until it was completed. On the same day he told five war heroes: 
“The war is only half won.” 


A REVIEW OF VITAL LITERATURE® 
THE Bic Roab, by Norman Rosten. Rinehart & Co., $2.50 


This is the book and this is the poet 
that now arrive to say no to all the 
pseudo-mysticism of our letters and the 
soft paean to defeat that underlies nearly 
all our published poetry. Norman Rosten 
has written in wonderfully readable verse 
the eternal struggle of man to reach out 
toward his brothers. The Big Road, es- 
chewing allegory, follows man’s incred- 
ible labors from classic time until today, 
labors whose end is the piercing of the 
surrounding walls of nature that people 
might touch one another and live in 
peace. 

As the Romans, protecting their tariffs, 
Straddled an empire... So the story be- 
gins, detailing the tortuous enwinding of 
Europe by the roadways from Rome, all 
built for Empire on the labor of slaves. 
Then, Spain moves out upon her golden 
’ seas, and the grand road of the Incas 
draws the conquerors inland to another 
bloody empire in another age. In his time 
Bering sets forth to follow the stars east- 
ward, charting a water highway to the 
unknown continent. And in this is the 
first beginning of a new song—science, 
and discovery for a more humane end. 
The brighter notes grow stronger still in 
Boone's strike westward along our own 
Wilderness Road that laid the first open- 
ing into this coritinent. Until finally, the 
Big Road itself—the Alcan Highway, 
begun under the impulse of an anti-fas- 


cist war. Completed after much dying to © 
stand as a mark upon the boglands and ~ 
the forests, a mark of an almost genetic — 
drive to link our fate with the fate of | 


Russia and the world. 


Rosten is not one of those who blinds . 
himself to our defeats and to our danger. — 
But there is a balance in this book that 


allots to man his rightful portion of 
hope, and this is by no means an easy 
achievement in this age of despair. The 
Big Road has the strength of language, 
the narrative interest, the life-like char- 
acterizations of individuals that truty 
epic work demands. In the section on the 
Alcan construction, one is face to face 
with the towering glory of man’s will to 


overcome every obstacle. Rosten gives — 
the feeling of the mass surge, the half- — 
conscious moving toward light and self- — 


fruition. The book is dotted with little 
vignettes, sometimes tragic, most often 
humorous and earthy. 

This is his fourth published book. It is 
one to stand with Benet’s John Brown's 
Body as poetry and as a fascinating story 
that millions of people, as well as the 
more human connoisseurs, will find last- 
ing pleasure in reading. It is, I think, that 
rare book that the people will make great. 
It speaks to them and for them, and al- 
ways beautifully. 


ARTHUR MILLER © 
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